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PREFACE. 



IE following Sheets pretend 
to no more than a Vindi- 
cation of the Scripture- 
DoSrine of Origin j Sin, 
frtMn Mr Taylor's Mifreprefentations 
of it, and his ObjeSions agmnft it ; 
and a Vindication of feveral Texts of 
Scripture, in which this Dodbine is 
contained, from the forced and un- 
natural Senfe which, the Author ap- 
prehends, Mr Taylor hadi put upon 
them, in favour of his own Scheme. 
No 
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No further Explication and Proof of 
this Dodtrine is here attempted, '^^xm 
what was neceflary to thefe Purpoies. 
The Writer moft fincerely joins with 
Mr Taylors hearty Tf^ifb^ in his Pre- 
face, TTjat we may alljiudy the Scrip- 
tures impartially^ peaceaifly^ and in 
the Spirit of Love, It is hoped no- 
thing will be found contrary to that 
Spirit in the enfuing Pages. Mr 
Taylor would have us freely ufe our 
msn Jtid^ment^ witlmtt any Regard 
t6 Ji»s. Aixd he declareth, If we are 
led into any Errvr, iy an implicit 
faith m what he finthy voe ourfehes 
JhaU ie oammtaAle far it. This Book 
is writ with a iincere Intention and 
Dedre, that none may be accountable 
for any iiich Error. If any Sentences 
{hould be thought too fevere, the 
Writer hopes the candid Reader will 
cotidder, how iMkult it is to Dead 
over a Bo^ wrote with lb mwdi 

Spirit 
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&)irit anid Warmtb as that which this 
remarks upon> without, now and 
then, catching a little of the Avjthor s 
Fire. He prefnmes, therefore, that 
thfi Admirers of Mr Taylor % Book 
cannot juilly iiiid Fault with this 
Performance, on that Account : He 
isjrather appreheniive of the Ceniures 
of fome odhers, who, perhaps, will 
not fiad their Indignation at Mr Tay- 
lors Book fiifficiently expreiled in this. 
But, however that be, he is iure, 
that he hath honefily endeavoured to fet 
Things in a juft Lights without aiming 
at gratifying any Party ; and there- 
fore hopes he ftiaU efcape the (evere 
Cenflires of all true Lovers of Truth, 
and of the Word of God. He is of 
Opinion with Solomon^ that only by 
Pride cometh Contention ; and that if 
we all ftudied the Scriptures with a 
more humble Mind, we fhould ftudy 
them more impartially and peaceably ; 

we 



\ 



vi The PREFACE. 

we fliould then form our Notions by 
the plain exprels Words of divine 
Revelation ; and not labour to twift 
and diftort the facred Words and 
Phrafes into a Compliance with our 
own preconceived Schemes : And 
then would all our Opinions be more 
confiftent with Truth, and with one 
another, and our Love would abound 
^nore and more in Knowledge and in^ 
all Judgment. 
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VINDICATION 

O F T H E 

SCRIPTURE-DOCTRINE ^ 

O F 

ORIGINAL SIN. 

From Mr Ta y l or*s free and candid 
Examination of it. 

PART I. 




REE and candid are very good 
Words, and Freedom and Can- 
dour are excellent Things, to 
mix with all our Enquiries after 
Truth, and in all our Contro- 
verfies, e^ecially about Matters of Religion. 
'Tis pity fuch good Words fliould ever be 
abufed ; and it raifes a juft Indignation when, 
at any time, we fee them put for Bigotry 

B an4 
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and Prejudice, for Ignorance, Wrath, and 
Effrontery. What they really (land for in 
the Title Page of the Performance now 
under Confideratidn, will appear from the 
Contents of it. The Dodtrine here propofed 
to our free and candid Examination^ is "The 
Scripture- Doctrine of Original Sin. The 
Author ftyles himfelf a Miniver of the 
Gtfpely and afliires us he has made the Reve^ 
lation of God alone the Rule oj his Judgment j 
and alu) that be has laid out a good deal of 
Pains upon the ScriptureSy with a particular 
Eye to this Point. Thefe are inviting Con- 
fiderations to attend the Progrefs and Refult 
of his Enquiries about this Matter. One 
cannot but read him with Candour ; or if 
there be any Danger of a Biafs from Preju- 
dice, itmuil needs be in favour of his Scheme^ 
which fo apparently tends to flatter our natu- 
ral Vanity, and to give us a good Conceit 
of ourfelves. No Man, furely, can be pre- 
judiced againfl his own Nature ; Men are 
generally rather apt to be over charitable to 
themfelves. If this Author then can fatisfy 
us, that the Notion of Original Sin which 
has fo long and fo generally prevailed in the 
World, is nothing but a vulgar Error; That 
we have no Reafon to btforry^ or dread the 
Wrath of God^ for Adam's Sin * ; that wc 
derive nothing but Benefits from it ^ ; that we 

arc 
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Part I. Original Sin vindicated. 3 

are born into the World under the Smiles of 
Heaven^ without any moral Corruption^ or 
Pr(^enfity to Sin in our Nature *=. That we 
are made in the fame Image of God that 
Adam was *^, and that to talk of our wanting 
that Righteoujkefs in which Adam was created^ 
is to talk of nothing we want ^ It is brave 
good News ; and if he can but prove it is 
true, fo that we may iafely venture our Souls 
upon it, we mud needs hold ourfelves very 
much obliged to him ; and we will promife 
to transfer much of our thankful Regard 
from Chrift, (whom we have ignorantly, it 
feems, looked upon as our Redeemer, and 
Saviour from the manifold Ruins of the Fall,) 
to this worthy Minifter of the Gofpel. 
He offers to lead us by the Hand in this im- 
portant Enquiry ; and I rejoice that I can 
let out with him in perfedl Harmony, when 
he fays. Page 2, that all Truths necejfary to 
Salvation^ is revealed in the holy Scriptures ; 
and the Scriptures^ not the Opinions of Men^ 
no not of gbod Men, no not of many learned 
and good Men^ are the Rule of our Faith. — 
But it is the Word and Revelation of God 
alone upon which my Faith is founded. Let 
us then, by all means, open the Bible, as our 
Author advifcs, and keep aJiriS Eye upon it ^ 
as we go along. 

B 2 This 
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This Writer finds but Jive Places^ in all 
the Bible y where the Confequences of ibefrji 
Sin are certainly and plainly Jboh of. How- 
ever, as he well adds, the Bible is open to 
every Body ; and there, I make no doubt^ 
but any unprejudiced Reader will find a 
great many Places more, in which the firfi 
Sin is certainly and plainly rfeferred to, and 
the Confequences of it certainly and plainly 
defcribed j but if Mr 7*. will not allow- 
that to be certainly and plainly fpeaking of 
them, I will not wranglfe for a Phrafe, nor 
difpute about Words. He fhall lead me by 
the Hand in his own Way ; and difpofe the 
many Places of Scripture, that ij)eak of Ori- 
ginal Sin, into what Clafles he pleafcs. 

The fir ft Place then is Gen. ii. 17. where 
God threatens Adam with Death, in Cafe of 
his eating the forbidden Fruit. Upon which ^ 
though hete is not a Word faid relating to 
Adam's Pofterity, yet, our Author juftly 
obferves, if the Sentfence had been immedi- 
ately executed upon hini, all his Pofterity 
mufty in courfe, have been extinSl with him^ 
p. 8. and fo deprived, even of an Exift- 
cnce, which otherwifc was defigned them. 
MethinkB this looks fomething like Adam's 
being conftituted the foederal Head of all his 
Pofterity, that their Exiftence, or Non- 
exiftence, is made to depend, (by the Origi- 
nal Law, or Covenant, which God gave to 

Adam^ 
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jidatHy) on his fferfonal Obedience, or D}f- 
obedieiice, tb it. 

I'he fecond Place of Scripture, whkh 
fpeaks certainly and plaifily of the Confe-* 
quence of the firft Sin, is Gen. lii. 7-^25. 
which gives ah Account of the , Fear and 
Shatnti thw feized our firft Parents, imme- 
diately upon their Tt"an%refflon ; their en- 
deavodring tb fly from the Prefencc of God j 
the judicial Sentence which God pronounced 
upon Addm^ ahd Eve^ and the Serpent \ and 
the Ejtpulfion of out firft Parents obt df 
Paradice, and from the Tree of Life. Upon 
this Paflage Mr Tl difcattts largely, for 
&veral Pages 5 but, afe 4 great Part of wbae 
he there offers, is quite befldes the Pi^rpbfi^ 
of the A^gumehi in Debate, I (hall 6t\\f 
take Notice of his Remarks ahd Refleaibntf 
Upon it. He obfetves, that for aHy ihin^ 
that appears in the lekty the evil A^it>n 
ibbicbkAtm and Eve cmMitted was pi^Jbmt j 
dhdthdt, fettifig ajide'tbe "tempter, nd hodf 
cofHifiiit'ed tbatJfifulA^ tf Dijhbediefiee buf 
the^ ibemfelves : Ihis-j he faith, is fnanifejl^ 
p. 13. And if all his Obfe^vatibns were but 
as tnanifeft as this is, hi6 bdok would then 
be indeed, what I atii told it is beaded to be,- 
viz. ah uriahfwerable Performance. Whd 
ever faid, or thought, that the finfiil A6k of 
oUr firft Parents Difbbedience wis any 
body*8 A&, but their own 1 or that any of 

their 
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their Poftcrity, adlually and perfonally, com- 
mitted that Sin ; that is, eat the forbidden 
Fruit ? If our Author meansf this wonder- 
ful Obfervation, in oppofition to the Impu- 
tation of the Guilt of jidam's Sin to his 
Pofterity, it is as manifeft, as even this his 
Obfervation is, that he does not at all un- 
derftand the Dodrine which he has under- 
taken to write againft. He (hould have 
known, before he wrote on this Subjeft, 
that aSiual perfonal Sin^ and imputed Guilty 
are quite two Things, which yet he perpetu- 
ally confounds, or makes them to be the 
fame, throughout his Book. Thus, in the 
Paflage now before me, from the evil Acti- 
ons being peribnal, which our firft Parents 
committed, and done only by them, he 
argues, fo muji alfo the real Guilt be perfonal^ 
and belong only to tbemfelves. Where, if by 
real Guilt he means perfonal Guilty as di- 
ftingui(hed from imputed^ Guilty I do not 
know, nor fuiped, that any body believes 
otherwife : But if he means, (as one (hould 
rather guefs from what follows) that, becaufe 
they only committed the finful Adion, 
therefore the penal EfFcds of it could extend 
to none but themfelves; or, which is the 
fame thing, that the Guilt of it, or an Obli- 
gation to fufFer Punishment for it, could 
not, in Juftice and Equity, be imputed to, 
or laid on, their Pofterity. I fhall take the 

Liberty 
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Liberty to deny the Confequence, notwith- 
(landing our Author has {o abundantly 
proved it, by many repeated Ailertions. He 
tells us, indeed, that no other couldy in the 
Eye of yujlice and Equity be punijhabk for 
that ^ranjgrejfion^ vfhicb was their {viz. our 
firft Parents) own AS and Deedy and not the 
ASl and Deed of any other Man^ or Woman ^ 
in the World. And in the next Page he 
lays, no other could he forry for a thing in 
which they had no hand^ which was done before 
they had a Being. Now if there be any 
thing in this Argument, viz. that Adams 
Pofterity could not, in the Eye of Juftice 
and Equity, be punifhable for his Tranl^ 
greffion, becaufe it was his perfbnal A£t, and 
not theirs $ I conceive it mufl prove univer- 
fally, that it is unjuft and unequitable to 
punifli the Children and Pofterity of any 
Man, for his perfonal Crimes, which they 
had no hand in committing, and which it 
may be were committed before they had a 
Being : and yet, moft certain it is, that God 
has, in other Cafes, adtually punifhed the 
Crimes of Parents upon their Children and 
Pofterity, and fometimes to far diftant 
Generations. Nay, and fuch an Imputatioa 
of the Guilt of one Man's Crime, or an 
Obligation to fufFer Puniftiment for it, upon 
his Children appears, in fa£t, to be agreeable 
to the Reaibn of Mankind^ and to the ap* 

proved 
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proved l^ules of Jmftioe and Equity in aU 
civilized Nations. Thus Can^afiy the Spi^ 
of Hamy is cur&d with Slavery for Jiis 
Father's Crime, and the Puni(hn>ent is en- 
t^il'd on his Pofterity after him, Oen.vfi. 25, 
97. Noab pronounced that Curfe under a 
prophetic Afflatus, and God copfirm'd it by 
his Providence. And thus not only the 
Wives and Sons, but the little Children of 
Cprahy Dathariy ^xi^ ^bir^vfy .>vt).o cannot 
be fuppofed to have had any h^nd in their 
Fathers a£tual Rebellion, are yet made tp 
ibare in that exemplary Punifhmeift whid^ 
was inflided upon t^m by the immediate 
H^nd of God, Numb. xvi. 27, 33. And 
when yojhu0y and all Ifrael^ li^d ftoned 
j$chan*s whole Family, and bncned thep^ 
wit^ Fire, for AchofCs ^ngle Crime, w? 
cead, that upon thi$, the l^prd turned fronf 
the Fiercenefs of bis Anger ; which fhews 
l^is Approbation of what was done» y^. 
yii. ^5, 26. Ag^in tl^p Puni/ha)ent oiGe^ 
b(i^i's perfonal Sins of Coyetpuihefs and 
FalfljQQd is lajid upon bis Seed for every 
2, JCiflgs v. 27. Now will Mr ^. %, ithat 
ihe JPofterity pf If am aod of Gebflziy and 
jth^ 0iildrefi of Cqrflb and pf Afhan could 
apt, in the Eye pf Juftjice and Equity, be 
p^nifliabje for thie Crimes of theM: Fatbers» 
which they (their Chiidren^ h?wl not pierfo- 
O^Uy 60)(Angitted, and which they could npt 

poflibly 
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poffibly help ? Will he be bold td fay 
that, in thefe Cafes, the Judge of all the 
Earth did not do right ? Yet fo much his 
Argument muft prove, if it proves any 
Thing : and then might not his Terms of 
highly propbane and impious^ which he fo 
candidly applies, by Coniequence, to the 
Do(9:rine of the Imputation of the Guilt of 
Adanis Sin to his Pofterity, p. 14. bejuftly 
retorted on his ov^n Argument ? Could not 
the Wives and Children of Corah and of 
Acban be forry, for what their Huibanda 
and Fathers had done ? And could not the 
Pofterity of Ham^ and the Seed of Gehazt^ 
be forry for their Fathers Crimes, which 
had entailed Sla'very on the one, and Leprofy 
on the other ^ No doubt but they could be 
forry, and were forry : And if Mr jT. is not 
forry that our firft Parents finned againft 
God, and brought fuch wide, and lafting 
Ruin upon the World, I am very forry for 
it. Or, whatever our Author will pleafe to 
make of thefe Old Teftament Stories, I hope 
he will pay fome Regard to the modern im-- 
proved Wifdom of Mankind. Has he 
never then heard, that the Children of any 
Nobleman were punilhed with the Lofs of 
Eftate, and of Titles, and Honours, which 
formerly belonged to the Family, for their 
Fathers Treafon ? or, it may be, it was the 
trcafonable Ad of their Great Grand-father, 

C which 
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ivhich he committed before they had a 
Being. And have they no Caufe to be forry 
for what their Father or their Grandfather 
did, and for which they are fufiering Beg- 
gary and Difgrace to this Day ? Even the 
Heralds^ who are Gentlemen of nice Ho- 
nour, have their Abatements in Coats of 
Arms, belonging to particular Families, 
which denote fome difhonourable Adtion, 
or Stain in iheCharafler of fome remote 
Anceftor ; &nd the Defcendants are flill 
obliged to bear the Difgrace of h. In fhort, 
this Author's AiTertion, that none can^ in the 
Eye of Jujiice and Equity ^ be punijhable for 
a ^ranfgrejjion that was not bis own AB and 
Deed^ nor has any Reafon to be forry for it, 
ilies moft diredtly in the Face, not only of 
the Jufticc and Equity of God, but of the 
common Senfe and Reafon of all Mankind. 
Now if it were juft and equitable, that 
Children fhould bear the Punifhment of 
their Fathers Crimes, in aliy or in anyy of 
the forementioned Cafes, our Author's fo 
often repeated Argument againft the Guilt 
of Adam's firft Sin being imputed to his Po- 
llerity, viz. becaufe he, and not they^ com- 
mitted the finful A£t, muft needs be good for 
nothing. Fads are ftubborn Things, which 
will yield and buckle to no Arguments what- 
ever. And, if thefe Fads are true, it is 
as certainly true, as that the Judge of all 

the 
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the Earth doth rigbty that, though no Man 
can be confcious of his having committed a 
Crime, which not he, but another Perfon 
committed, and though there can be no 
Confcioufnefs of perfonal Guilt, but uvon 
perfonal Tranfgreflion ; yet it is not, in ail 
Cafes, unjuft and unequitable to impute the 
Guilt of one Man's Sin, or the Obligation to 
fufier Puni(hment for it, to another Perfon, 
It is not always unjuft to puiufh Children 
for the Sins of their Parents ; for this is no 
more than what God has adually done, very 
often, and what he does in the Courfe of 
his Providence every Day ; and it is what 
the wifeft and moft civiUzed Nations upon 
Earth continually pradife. And why then 
£houId it be thought unjuft and unequitable, 
for God fo to impute the Sin oiAdam to all 
his Pofterity, as to inflidl fome Punifliment 
upon them for it ? If the Reader defires to 
be further fatisfied of the Reafonablenefs and 
Equity of this divine Procedure, I would 
refer him to a late Book, viz. T!be Ruin and 
Recovery of Mankind^ in which, I believe, 
he will find the moft eafy, rational, and 
fcriptural Account of the Dodlrine of Origi- 
nal Sin that has yet been publiftied. 

After all that Mr T. has faid, to prove 
that the Guilt of our firft Parents Sin be- 
longed wholly to themfelves, and that we, 
their Pofterity, have nothing to do with it, 

C 2 nor 
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nor any Reafon to be forry for it ; he cannot 
but be feniible of one notorious Fad, too 
glaring to be denied, that looks with a very 
malignant Afpedt on his Scheme and Argu- 
ment, viz. Thai all Adam'i Pojierity are^ in 
fa£ijfubjeSied to the fame jMiStions and Mor^ 
tality here^ by Sentence inftSled upon ourfirjl 
Parents ; and they defcend tons in Confequence 
of their T^ranfgreJJiony p. 20. But yet our Au- 
thor is very pofitive, that thefe are not infliSied 
upon us as Punijhmentsfor their Sin. We may 
fufferfor the Sin^ and aSlually dofuffer for it j 
hut we are not punijhedfor their Sin, becaufe 
we are not guilty of it, p. 2 1. If Mr T. would 
have reafoned upon Fads, inftead of endea* 
vouring to make Fads buckle to his Scheme, 
the Argument would naturally have flood 
thus ; We do, in fad, fufFer for Adani^ Sin, 
and that too by Sentence inflided on our firft 
Parents, we fufFer the fame Mortality and 
Death which God punifhed them with, in 
confequence of their Tranfgreffion, there- 
fore we are, fome Way, and in fome Senfc, 
guilty of their Sin 5 for the Judge of all the 
Earth doth rights and, therefore, will not 
make a Perfon fuffer for a Sin which he is in 
no Senfe guilty of. I would afk here. What 
is Guilt, but an Obligation to fufFer Punifh- 
ment for Sin ? Now fince we fufFer the fame 
penal Evil, viz. Death which God threatned 
to^ and inflided upon, Adam^ for his Sin ; 

and 



Part I. Original Sin vindicated. 13 

and fince, it is allowed, we fufFer this for 
Adani% Sin, and fince alfo we are obliged to 
undergo this Suffering by the Sentence df 
God, who has appointed unto all Mea once 
to die, becaufe Adam finned; is not the 
Conclufion then moft plain and evident? 
Therefore we are all fome Way guilty of 
Adani% Sin. But our Author has a quaint 
Conceit to help in this preiiing DifHculty, 
viz. that the Sufferings, Afflidtions, Mor« 
tality, and Death, which came upon Adam^ 
and which come upon us, for his Sin, are 
not inflidled under the Notion of a Curfe^ 
but they are given as Benefits to Mankind. 
As to our firfl Parents, he obferves, that 
although (in the Sentence which God pro- 
nounced upon them) they are manifefilyfuh^ 
jeEled to Sorrow ^ Labour ^ and Deaths yet 
tbefe are not infliSted under the Notion of a 
Curfsy p. 19. This Gentleman (hould, by 
all means, have told us what a Curfe is, or, 
rather, in what new Senfe he underftand^ 
that Word ; for without the Help of fome 
new Meaning, I fufped: no Mortal will be 
able to diftinguifh betwixt a Curie, and thofe 
Punifhments which God inflicted on our 
firft Parents for their Sin. // is obfervable^ 
he tells us, that the Spirit of God wholly ab^ 
fiainsfrom the Ufe of that Word, viz. Curfe, 
even with regard to their outward Condition j 
and much mare wth regard to their Souls. 

But, 
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But, on the contrary, it is obfcrvable, the 
Sentence on Adam begins with Cur fed is the 
Ground for thy fake ^ l^borm and ^htjlles Jhdll 
it bring forth to thee. And if this Cur£b 
does not relate to Adani% outward Condition, 
what does it relate to ? In what Senfe could 
the Ground be curfed, which had neither 
finned, nor was capable of being puniftied, 
but only in regard to Adam* s outward Condi* 
tion ? It was Part of the Curfe upon him, 
that the Ground was now made lefs fruit- 
ful than before ; fo that it would require 
his painful Labour to till and cultivate it* 
Thus the Jews are threatned, in cafe of 
their Difobedience, curfed fhall be the Fruit 
of thy handy the Increafe of thy Kine^ and 
the Flocks of thy Sheep, Deut. xxviii. 19. 
Did any body ever conceit that this Cur& 
was threatned merely to the Fields, the 
Corn, and the Catde, and not at all to the 
Proprietors and Owners of them. A Line 
in Milton^ if our Author had read it, might 
have prevented this egregious Blunder; 
where the true State and Meaning of the 
Curfe upon the Ground is exprefled with 
beautiful Propriety. 
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On me the Curfe aflope 



" Gland d on the Ground : With Labour I 

muft earn 

'' My Bread. 

As 
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As to U S the Pofterity of Adam^ our Au- 
thor will have the Afflidtions and Death 
which we fufFer, in confequence of his Sin, 
to be Benefits and Bleffings to us, inftead of 
Evils and Curfes. So that it feems, inftead 
of being punifhed for the Sin of our firft 
Parents, we are gracioufly rewarded, and 
blefled for it. This is turning the Tables 
to purpofe. But though the Scripture repre- 
fents the fandified AfHidions of good Men, 
as Means of their fpiritual Improvement ; 
thefe things Jhall turn to their Salvation 
through the Supply of the Spirit of Jefus 
Chrifty Phil. i. 19. And fo the original 
Curfe is converted into a Bleffing to God's 
peculiar People ; yet Mr. T. will find it hard 
to (hew how temporal Afflidions, Sufferings, 
and Death, are Benefits to Men in the gene- 
ral ; or even to the bigger Part of Mankind ; 
which, if there be any Thing in his Argu- 
ment, they mufl be. 

Another Text of Scripture, in which our 
Author allows the Confequenccs of Adam% 
Sin are diredly fpoke of, is, i Cor. xv. 21, 
22. For fnce by Man came Deaths by Man 
alfo came the RefurreSiion of the Dead. For 
as in Adam all die^ even fo in Cbrijl Jhall all 
be made alive : Upon which Mr T. obfcrves 
very truly, that the Apojlle herefpeah^ ma^ 
nifejlly^ of that RefurreSiion of Chrijiians, 
which is oppofed tojteeping in Cbriji^ or being 

dead 
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dead^ in a State of Relation to Cbriji 5 of 
tbatRefurre^ion^ of which Cbrijl'srifing from 
the Dead^ on the third Day^ was tbefirji 
Fruits^ the Pledge and Pattern. Button^e^ 
it does, by no means, appear, equally clear 
and indijputahky from this Text, that in 
CbriJI all that die in Adam are made alive^ 
for then, how comes the Apoftle to make, 
them that Jleep in Jefus^ to be the peculiar 
Deicription and Privilege of the dead Saints ? 
even thofe whom God will bring with him, 
I Theff. iv. 14. and by which they are di- 
flinguiflied from thofe others, concerning 
whom there is no Hope^ ver. 13. And elfe- 
where I find Chrift called thtfirji'-bornfrom 
the Dead, in relation to his Body the Churchy 
Col. i. 1 8. but no where, that I remember, 
in all the Scripture, is the Refiirreffcion of 
Chrift reprefented as the Firft-fruits, the 
Pledge, and Pattern of the Refurredtion of 
all Mankind. It is not fo very certain, as 
this Writer would have us think, that all 
who fhall be raifed by Chrift's Power, (hall 
be made alive in Chrtji^ according to the true 
Scripture-meaning of that Phrafe. The 
Truth is, that in this i Cor. xv. the Apoftle 
is fpeaking of the Refurredion of the Saints 
only. He treats here of the Refurredlion, 
under the Notion of a Privilege ; he de* 
fcribes the Refurre£tion-Bodies as vaftly im- 
proved, as being raifed in Incorruption, and 

Power ^ 
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Power^ and Ghry. Now, does any one 
iuppofe that the Refurredion will be a Pri- 
vik^ to the ongodly ; and that this Deicrip- 
tion of the Refbrrcdton-Bodies will, in any 
tolerable Senfe, agree to the railed Bodies of 
wicked Men ? If Mr T. will pleafe to o^n 
his Bible ^ and keep aJlriSt Eye upon the whok 
Qmfexty he will fee it is quite undeniable^ 
that the Apoftle is here fpeaking of the Re« 
furredtion of true Believers in Chrift ; and 
that he confines his whole Difcourfe to their 
Cah, and to theirs only : for the Perfons of 
whom, and of whofe Refurredtion, he is 
here fpeaking, are fuch as are fallen ajleep 
in Cbrifiy vcr. i8. they are thofe tvha have 
Hope in Chrifi^ ver. 19. and of whofe Re- 
iiirredion the Refiirredion of Chriil was the 
FirJl-fruitSy which fiippofes their relation 
to him, as a Redeemer and Saviour, ver. 20. 
As to the Wicked and Unbelievers, the A- 
poftle does not at all confider their Cafe ia 
this Argument. From this Place^ therefore, 
noe cannot conclude that Chrifi will deliver all 
Mankind from Death y which is the Confequence 
of Adam' s frji SiUj whatever that Death be. 
For what the Apoflle here aflerts is only, 
that as all thofe Perfons, of whom he is 
now fpeaking, die in Adam^ as well as othe^ 
Men, fo they (hall all be made alive in Chrijl. 
Behold here the Mifchief of Mens content-' 
ing themjelves with Scraps and Jingle Sentences 

D ^ of 
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if Scripture^ which in Sound may feem to 
mean one Things but really have^ taken with 
what goes before , and what follows after ^ a 
quite different Signification j which, as Mr 
T. veryjuftly obferves, p. 3. is a very falla^ 
cious Way of proving things from Scripture. 

We come now to that, which, in our 
Author's Apprehenfion, is the moft difficult 
Place of Scripture, that fpeaks of this Pointy 
viz. Rom. V. 12 — 19. and a moft difficult 
Place indeed it is, to be in any tolerable 
Senie reconciled with his darling Scheme ; 
but otherwife I can fee no great Difficulty 
in it. 

The Apoftle having treated in the pre- 
ceding Chapters of the Caufe and Manner 
of the Sinner's Juftification before God, viz. 
through the Righteoufnefs of Chrift, and 
by Faith in his Blood ; and having fpoke of 
feveral of the good Fruits and Confequences, 
of Juftification, in the former Part of this 
fifth Chapter 5 he proceeds in the Verfes be- 
fore us, further to illuftrate this Point of 
Juftification and Salvation by Chrift, by com- 
paring it with, or rather fetting it in Oppo- 
iition to, the Caufe and Manner of our 
Ruin by the Sin of our firft Parents, as Op- 
pofites will often illuftrate one another. And 
here any unprejudiced Reader will fee that 
the Apoftle compaxtsAdam and Chnjl, as two 
foederal Heads ; and ftiews how what we loft 

in 
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in one, isreftored by the other, and that 
with abundant Advantage. He makes A- 
dam to be a Figure, or Type, of Chriji^ 
ven 14. and he (hews the Similitude, or 
Reiemblance, betwixt them ; not, indeed, 
in refpedt to any thing that was merely per- 
fonal to either of them, but with refped: to 
luch Things, as by, and from them, redound 
to others. He plainly confiders them both as 
public Perfons, political Heads, and foederal 
Reprefentatives, the One of all his natural 
Defcendants, the Other of all his fpiritual 
Seed : or, agreeably to the Diftin^tion which 
the Apoftle had laid down before, the One, 
even Adam^ of the whole World of Man- 
kind, who are all become guilty before God\ 
and the Other, even Cbriji^ of all thofe who 
obtain the Rigbteoufnefs of Gody which is by 
Faith of Jefus Chriji unto all, and upon all 
them that believe^ Chap. iii. 19, 2 2* 

I mod heartily approve of our Author's 
Advice here, that we fhould keep our Eye 
JiriSlly upon the Text, as it lieth in the Bible. 
And, by the Way, I am very well fatisfy'd 
that the ftr idler Eye we keep on the Bible, 
the lefs fliall we be in Danger of falling in 
with his Scheme. Let us now attend ftridly 
to this Text as it lieth in the Bible, and fee 
what we can make of this difficult Place, 
tbisfeemingly obfcure Paragraph. I am in 

D z great 
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great Hopes, if we do not lufier otirfeives to 
be blinded by Prejudioe^ in ivfoav of any 
preconceived Scheme, it may not ieem ^itc 
fo obfcure as this Author intimates ; nor (hall 
we need fo much Labour of Criticifm to 
make it intelligible, as he hath bellowed 
upon it. 

Concerning the Confequence of A^ 
dam*s Sin upon his Pofterity, we have here 
the following Particulars. 

I. That by me Man Sin entered into the 
Worlds VIZ. into the World of Mankind : 
which will naturally lead us to conceive^ 
that the whole World is, fome Way, affeft* 
ed with, and concerned in, Adam% Sin ; 
and this, indeed, is evident, becaufe, 

II. Death, which is the Wages of Sin, 
aod which was the very Punilhment that 
God threatned to Adam's firft Tranfgrdlion, 
is actually infiifted on all Mankind ; Sin 
entered into the Wortdj and Death by Sin, 
and fo Death pajfed upon all Men, ver. 12. 
Upon which it is aiierted in the next 
Words, 

III. That all have finned, fo Death paffed 
upon all Men^ for that all have finned. It 
feems then that all Men are deemed Sinners, 
or, as having finned, in the Eye of God, on 
Account of that one Sin, of which alone 
the Apoftle is herp Ipeaking, i?iz. the firft 

Sin, 
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Sin, of that one Man whidi brought Death 
into the World. And, 

IV. Not only after, bat before, and until 
the Law (gmn by MofesJ Sin was in the 
fForld^ and Men were deemed to be Sinners, 
and were accordingly punished with Death, 
through many Generations, while as jret 
God had given no other Law to Men (at 
leaft, which was generally broken by them ^) 
in which he threatned the Punifliment of 
Death, befides that which was given to 
jiiiam ; and he is not fo unjuft as to impute 
Sin to his Creatures, and to puniQi them, 
for tran%refiing a Law which they are not 
under. Sin is mt imfuted where there is m 
Law^ nevertbelefs Death reigned from Adam 
to Mofes. And it is fiirther manifeft, that 
this Puniihment was not then inflidted on 
Mankind for any adual Sin of theirs, be- 
caufe it was inflidted on a vaft Multitude of 
Infants, who had neither eaten <^ the for- 
bidden Fruit, nor lived long enough to be 
capable of committing any adiual Sin what- 
ever ; 

* We find but om pofidve Law» which God gave to 
Men, from Adam to Mo/is » that made Death the Penalty of 
tranfgreffing it, ^oix. the Law againft Murther ; Gin. ix. 6. 
mmjo JktidHh MmU Bkmd. fy Mm Jhatt his Bl^od ht Jhtd. 
But this Law was not given until more than 1600 Yean 
after the Creation ; and it is not probable that, after it was 
given, many Perfons faffered Death on that Account. Yet 
all thofe Ages afibrded but one fingle Infiance, nn%, Emcb^ 
of an £j(emption from Death in the whole World of Man- 
ki;nd. 
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ever ; and therefore bad not Jinned in any 
Senfe, ajter the Similitude of AdarrCi TCranf- 
grejjion^ ver. 14. Therefore, 

V. It was through the Offence of one^ or 
through the one Offence of Adam^ that many 
are dead^ ver. 1 5. and by one Offence Death 
reigned by one^ ver. 17. And fincc the Sin of 
Adam is thus punifhed upon all his Pofterity ; 
it follows, 

VI. That they were all involved in that 
Sentence of Condemnation, which God 
pafTed upon him for his Sin. And fo the 
Apofile faith, wr. 16. Tie Judgment was 
by one to Condemnation -y and ver. 1%. by the 
Offence of one, Judgment came upon all Men 
to Condemnation. And iince it thus plainly 
appears, that all Adam's Pofterity are in- 
volved in his Condemnation, and are actually 
punifhed for his Sin, it muft needs follow, 
and it may very properly be faid, 

VII. That they all finned in Adam as 
their foederal Head, to which purpofe the 
Apoftle writes, ver. 19. by one Maris Difo^ 
bedience many were made Sinners, KOLltgd^v 
axv, which Mr T. very well tranflates were 
conjlituted Sinntrs. They were fo conftituted 
Sinners, by Adam's finning, as to become 
thereupon liable to all the fame Punifhment 
which had been threatncd to his Tranfgref- 
fion. 

From 



Part I. Original Sin vindicated. 23 

From all which now, mcthinks, were I 
to borrow a little of our Author's modeft 
Language, I might lay, it certainly^ clearly^ 
and infallibly appears, that Adam ftood in 
the relation of a fcederal Head to all his 
Pofterity ; and it is, therefore, no improper 
Language to fay, that they alffinned in himy 
and fell with him in bisfrji Tranfgreffion. 

Let us further attend to the Parallel 
which the Apoftle runs in this Pa^ge be- 
twixt Adam and Chriji^ the I'ype and the 
Antitype^ in the following Particulars. 

I. Both have done fomething, by which, 
many others that came after them, are af-- 
fe£ted, and with whom it fares, either 
better, or worfe, for what they did. through 
the Offence of one many are dead^ and the 
Gift of Gracey which is by one Man Jefus 
Cbrijiy bath abounded unto many^ ver. 1 5. 

IL That which the firft Adam did, with 
which many (that is, indeed, all Men, as 
having been reprefented by himj are afFeded, 
and from whence they receive Detriment, 
was Siny Offence ^ and Difobedience to God. 
They all fuffer by one that fnnedy ver. 1 6. 
by the Offence of one^ by one Maris Difobedi^ 
ence^ ver. 18, 19.. That which Chrift, the 
iecond Adam^ did, by which many (that 
is all to whom he is a fcsderal Head) are 
affedted, and from whence they receive Be-* 
nefit, is Righteoufnefs and Obedience. By the 

Righteou/hejs 
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Rigbfeoufkefs of one^ by the Obedience ofone^ 
vcr. i8, 19. 

III. The Detriment which tho&y whofe 
jRsderal Head Aiam was, receive through 
him is, their being made Sinners^ that Judj^^ 
ment is come upon them to Condemnation afld 
Deaths which is the Wages of Sin, is, there- 
fore, inilifted on every one of them. Oa 
the other hand, the Benefits which thofe, 
whoie foederal Head Cbriji is, receive by, 
and (hrough him, are Grace^ or the F^our 
of God, yu/H/kationy Rigbteoufnefsy and 
eternal Life. The Grace of God^ and the 
Gift by Grace J which is by one Man Jefas 
Chrijtj bath abounded unto many. By the 
Rigbteoufnefi of ene^ the free Gift came upm 
all Men to juftifcation of Life. By the 
Obedience of one many are made righteous^ 
ver. 15, 18, 19^ 

Thus the Apoftle fiiews the Parky betwixt 
Adam and Cbriji^ and betwixt the Effects 
of Adam'% Sin and of ChriJP^ Rigbteoofnefs, 
all the Way ; only in two Infbnces he ar- 
gues with a Much More, ver. 15, ® 17. 
and (hews that the EflSea ofChriJ^s Righte- 
oufnefs doth vaftly exceed the Efied of 
Adam's Tranfgreffion ; as, 

I. It removes many Sins, befides that one 
Sin of Adamy which involved all his Pofte- 
rity in the Guilt of it. If through the Of-- 
fence of one^ (or through one Offence) many^ 

be 
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& dead I much more the Grace of God, by 
yefus Cbrifi^ hath abounded unto many. T*be 
yudgmentivas by one to Condemnation', but 
the free Gift is of many Offences into Jujiifi^ 
cation, ver. 15, 16. 

11. Cbriji raifes his People to a much 
happier Life than that which Adam enjoyed 
in his earthly Paradife, and more firmly fe- 
cures the Continuance of it to them. Much 
MO R E they which receive Abundance of Grace, 
and of the Gift of Righteoufnefsjjhall reign in 
Lifii by one Jefus Chriji, ver. 1 7. 

Thus we have gone through this difficult 
Place of Scripture, as Mr. T. calls it ; and I 
perfuade myfelf, if we may be allowed to 
take the Words and Phraies, which the 
Apoftle here ufes, in the moft obvious and 
natural Senfe, we can have no great Diffi- 
culty to underftand it, even without the 
Help of our Adthor's Paraphrafe. And 
here I would afk, Suppoiing the Apoftle, 
or, rather, the Spirit of God, did really 
intend to teach us the Dodtrine of the Im- 
putation of the Guilt of Adam's firft Sin to 
all his Poilerity, and of both the firft and 
fecond Adam's fccderal Relations and Tranf^ 
a<3:ions, what plainer, ftronger^ and more 
cxpreffive Words and Phrafes could he have 
ufed to convey thofe Ideas to us, than thofe 
whitb are made ufe of in this Chapter ? As 
it is^ to be fure a very wrong and fallacious 
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Way of proving Tubings from Scripture, to 
argue merely from the Sound of Words, 
which mayfeem to mean one Thing , hut when 
taken with what goes before and after y have 
quite a different Signification ; fo it is no left 
wrong and fallacious, to depart from the 
moft obvious and natural Meaning of Words 
and Phrafes, unlefs there be an apparent 
Neceffity. But fuch it feems our Author 
thinks there is, in interpreting this Paflagc 
of Scripture. Some Errors of the Tranflation 
tnuft be amended ; and ibme Phraies muA 
seeds be conflrued into a kfs comnaon and 
obvious Meaning. I will prefent the Reader 
with a few Specimens of each Sort; by 
which he will be very well able to form a 
Judgment of our Author's admirable Abili-p 
ties for writing a Paraphrafe upon the whole 
Epifile to the Romans, which he has as good 
as promifed us. , 

As for Words and Phrafcs, which this 
Writer would, by no means, hav« taken m 
the moft obvious and natural Senfe. One is. 
Many were made Sinners, which he aiTures 
us means, neither more nor lefs, than, alL 
Mankind were made fubjeSl to Death, p. 
30. and this, he is pleaied to tell us after-- 
wards, he has demon/irated^ P- 53- By the 
Way, I cannot help fufpeSing that, not- 
withftanding our Author is fb great an Ad^- 
mirer of Sir Ifaac Newton;^ ^md judges him 

to 
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to have been fo itiuch wifcr a Man than ever 
Adam was, (p. 228.) he is not much ao 
qaainted with Sir Ifaac's Demonftrations ; 
« he never would have talked of having 
demonflrated, what in reality he has not 
produced any common Evidence for. Again, 
to receive Abundance of Grace^ ver. 17. is, 
with our Author, to improve the Abounding 
ef Grace^ p. 47, and by the Judgment which 
came upon all Men to Condemnation^ he will 
have nothing more to be meant, than merely 
Mortality and natural Death ; bejides whicb^ 
he ttells us, we find no other Judgment to Con^- 
demnation^ which came upon aU Men^ in the 
whole Bibiey p. 29. It is polfible he may 
have found no other; but, whoever witt 
read Ram. iii. 19. without a Biafs to any 
favourite Scheme, will certainly find there, 
fbme other and furtherjudgment to Condem- 
nation, which came upon all the World, 

that all the World may become guilty before 
Gody or, as the Margin tranflates it better, 
that all the World may become fubjeSi to the 
Judgment ofGi)d. And does this Judgment 
mean nothing but Mortality, and natural 
Death ? Read the Account of the BlefUngs 
which are oppofcd to this Judgment in the 
following Verfes, and let any unprejudiced 
Perfon judge. Thefe are Righteoufnefs, 
Juftification, Redemption^ and Remiffion 

E 2 of 
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of Sins, ver. 22, 24, 25, 7be Rigbteoufnefs 
of God which is, by Faitb of Jefus Qbriji^ 
unto ally and upon all^ them that believe ; 
beinv jujlijied freely by his Grace, through the 
Redemption that is in Jefus Cbrijl, whom 
God Ifatb fet forth to be a Propitiation through 
Faith in his Blood, to declare his Righteouf- 
nefs for the Remifjion of Sins that are paji^ 
through the Forbearance of God. And docs 
all this mean no more than barely a Refiir- 
redtion to Life, in oppoiition to that Death 
and Mortality which is common to all Man- 
kind ? Does all this mean nothing but fuch 
a Refurrefliion, and fo far only confidered, 
as will be common to the godly and the un- 
godly. If that be all the Apoftle's Mean- 
ing, he had the word: Knack at exprefling 
bis Meaning of any Writer I ever met with. 
Again, according to our Author's arguing, 
p. 47. by Jujlification of Life, ver. 1 8. and 
by being made righteous, ver. 19. we are to 
underftand nothing but the RefurreSiion. 
But can we believe that the. learned, the in- 
fpired St Paul does really ufe fo many dif- 
ferent Words and Phrafes, only to exprefs, 
what he might have exprefled fo much more 
clearly, by one fingle Word, viz. Refur-^ 
reSlion i and that he ufes Words and Phrafes 
for the Refurredlion, which had always 
been ufed to fignify quite another Thing ; 
fo that if it had not been for our Author's 

uncommon 
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uncommon Sagacity, in clearing up the 
Apoftle*s Senfe, we fhould never have beta 
able to come at his Meaning. 

I fuppofe I have given Inftances enough 
of this Writer's Talent, at conilruing the 
Scripture Words and Phrafes into any Mean- 
ing that will fuit his own Scheme. At this 
rate one might make any Thing of any 
Things and by the help of this Art he might 
Jiave built his Scheme on the jdJcoran^ as 
well as the Bible. 

An Inftance or two of this Author's criti- 
cal Skill, which he has mod learnedly dif- 
play*d, in corredting the common Tranflati- 
on, in order to clear up this obicure Place of 
Scripture^ fhall finifh our Remarks upoa 
it. 

The firft that he prefents us with is to 
prove that Many fignifies All^ p. 26. For 
this he feems to think it fufHcient, merely 
to fet the Greek Words before our Eyes, 
ii m^\oi^ which he renders, but without 
rendering any Reafon for it, The many, or, 
all Mankind. If he really meant any thing 
'more than to impofe his own Senie, for 
Scripture, on fuch of his Readers as do not 
underftand Greek, I guefs he muft imagine, 
that the Article 61 does fo very much enlarge 
and extend the Senfe of ^proKKoi^ as to make 
it fignify All inftead of Many.. But this 
will never pafs with fuch a$ have any toler- 
able 
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libte Knowledge of the Gretk LatiguagCi 
They wtM know that this Articlcis fi^quently 
redundant, fo as not at ail to alter theSenfe of 
the Word it is joined with. Does oi 'WAAoi 
fignily all Mankind ? Rom. xii. 5. Wt being 
many {01 m?iKoi) are one Body in Cbrig/i. Or 
does it fignify fo much as all Chriftians, or 
even the Majority of them, 2 Cor. ii. ij. 
We are mt as many {01 'mWot) wbitb cor- 
rupt the Word of God. Surely, this was not 
the Charafter of all, or of the bigger Part 
of Chriftians, even in the Apoftie's Days, 
when the Chunch was in its infant Simplicity 
and Parity, that they were Corrupters « 
God'$ Word. And why then muft ii -maaoc 
necefladiv fignify all Mankind, when tfaife 
Apoftle fpeaks of thofe to whom the Grace 
tf God itbmnded hy Chriji^ and nvbd were 
made rigiteous hy bis Obedience? The Truth 
iSj It is no Part of the Apoftie's View in 
this Context to determine how many, 
whether JiH^ or Some only, of the human 
Race, are redeemed by Cbri^ ; but only to 
explain the Occafion and Caufe both of the 
Ruin and Recovery t3f Men, viz. of all 
that have been ruined by Adam^ and of all 
who are feved by Cbriji s or, of all who 
weiie included in Adam^ as their foederal 
Head, (thefe are, indeed, all that defcend 
from him,) and all who are reprefented by 
Cbriji^ as their- foederal Head, in the New 

Covenant. 
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Cbveoant But how many^ or how iew» 
thefe are, whether they are Ally or only a 
Pari of Mankind, is a Qiieftion which th« 
Apoflle does not once touch upon in this 
i^ragrapb. This muft be determined by 
other Haces of Scripture which treat of that 
Subjefl:. Here, therefore, oi •wAAo/, many^ 
as weU as navU^, all^ ver. i8. can ^irly be 
under ftood only of all who were reprefented 
by Adam^ and all who are reprefented by 
Cbriji^ as. their feveral fcederal Heads, let 
the Nun:iber of them be more or fewer* 
And thus, not only w •;7cAAQf, but itctvttqj 
ally is not uncommonly ufed in a reftrained 
Senie, as jd£fs xxii. 1 5* ^ou Jhah be bit 
(Chrift*s) Witnefsy ir^ irctyla^ <zi'6^<w'7rou^, 
t4nio all Men of what thou b^ feen and 
heard '^ which muft admit of a juft Re- 
Ariiflion; for there were many Millions of 
Men to whom Paul never preached, and 
who never heard of what he teftified. So, 
when he lays, I pleafe all Men^ in all things ^ 
TFojvloL iraam^^ I Cor. x. 33. it is certain he can 
mekn no more, thaa that he plealed ali 
thoie Men *witb imbom be had any^ Confoerfe 
and Concern^ in all things that were law^ 
fuL And again, Lukevu 28. Wo unto ym 
vhen all Men ( taut^^ k anS^oiiroi) Jballjpeah 
well ef you. I prefiime' na Man, in his' 
Senies, will under Aand by ^/Z ikf^?^ there, all 
the IndidduaU of the h^man Race. And 

thus 
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thus when St Paul faith, in the Pailage be- 
fore us, that by the Righteoufnefs of onSy the 
free Gift came upon all Men to yuftification 
ofLifey in oppofition to Judgments coming 
upon all Men by the Offence of one, it is 
moft natural to underftand it, agreeably to 
the Drift of the whole Context, only of all 
Men whofe foederal Head Cbrijl is, what- 
ever Proportion they may bear to the whole 
human Race. And yet certain it is, that if 
our Author's Senfe of oi moWoiy w'z. all 
Mankind, (hould fall to the Ground, not a 
few of his clear ^ certain, infallible, demon-- 
firative Arguments, which are built on it, 
as their only Foundation^ mud fall together 
with it. 

As fome other of our Author's Criticifms, 
by which he labours to prove, what no body 
denies, feem to be intended merely to difplay 
his Learning (a Point which I will by no 
means difpute with him) I pafs them over. 
There is only one more that I (hall take 
notice of in this firft Part of his Book, by 
which he propofes to corred: and amend the 
prefent Tranflation. It is upon 'Rum. v. 1 2. 
So Death paffed upon all Men, for that {e^* 
qS) all havejinhed : The marginal Tranfla- 
tion reads it, in whom, but Mr 7! obferves^ 
that the Particle cf referSy according to the 
Rules of Grammar, to ^olvolIo^, Death, as 
Aeing the next Subjlantive going before that 

it. 
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1/ can agree mtb ; therefore not to at^0^ft>To^^ 
Man^ in the Beginning of the Verie, as 
our marginal Tranflation refers it. I fliali 
have occafion to remind our Author of this 
Part of the Criticifm hereafter ; let it pais 
for the prefent. The moft laboured and 
learned Part of his Critique on this 12th 
Verie is upon the Prepoiition m^ which the 
Text, in our Verfion^ tranflates /^r, and 
the Margin, by. But our learned Author 
£nds^ that in feveral Greek Authors (as theV 
are quoted in his Scapula's Lrexicon) tbtt 
Pretofition^ when conjirued mtb a Dativi 
Caje^ as it is bere^ Jig^ifieSj among otbef 
tbings^ to, and unto ; accordingly, what we 
render, y^r tbat all bave finned^ jhmld ratbet 
have been, unto wbicb (Death) all bavejn^ 
nedi or, as far as wbicb (Death) all bavi 
Jinnedz Tbis, furely^ is rigbt, faith our Au- 
thor,, p. 52. Now, by all Men bavejinned^ 
he has before demonfirated^ is meant, neither 
more nor lefs than, that tbey are all made 
fubje^ to Deatb. Accordingly, the true 
Verfion of this Text muft, as this Gentle* 
man has demmfirated, be precifely thus^ 
and Jo Deatb pajfed upon all Men, fif^^t ^^ 
as far as wbtcb, all are fubjeSled to Deaths 
Hiisfurely is rigbt ; nay, it is fo exceedingly 
evident, that, methinks, our learned Author 
need hardly have beftowed fo long, and 
laboured^ a Criticifm on this Text^ in order 

F CO 
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to convince us of it. Such Criticifms a^ 
thefc fufficiently fpeak their own Value. But 
if Mr y. can help us to no better a Gor- 
reftion of our common Tranflation than 
this, in my Opinion, we had e'en as good 
make fliift with the old one. And, indeed, 
ecp (^ irav1e(;'ijuioi^1of^ does fo obviouily mean, 
becaufe all have Jinned^ i. e. actually, or im- 
putatively, that all Difficulty vanifhes, if wc 
will fubmit to plain Revelation. Vpm the 
nvhole^ itfeemeth to our Author^ that he has 
got the true Senfe of this Place of Scripture 5 
as well it may, to a Man who deals in no- 
thing lefs than Demonjlration^ and infallihle 
Evidence, which is furely beyond all Doubt. 
Accordingly he gives us a large Paraphrafe of 
the whole Paflage : But it feemeth to me, 
that he has widely miftaken the Senfe, from 
the Beginning to the End; and that the 
•common Senfe of our Divines and Conwnen- 
tators gives a more natural, eafy, and juft 
Paraphrafe on thefe Verfes. He tells us, he 
has explained them as plainly and as clearly 
as he can. And fo, I believe, he has, in 
confidence with the Scheme which he feems 
to be refolved, at all Adventures, to fupport : 
But having affured himfelf, before-hand, 
that the common Dodtrine of Original Sin 
cannot be the Senfe of Scripture, he is forced 
to put the mod: unnatural Meaning on the 
Apoftle's Words and Phrafcs, to 'keep them, 

\ - if 
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if pofHble, from alTerting it. But, 13 it 
poflible for a Man of common Underftand- 
ing, who is not ftrongly byaflcd to a pre- 
conceived Scheme, to read this divine Paf- 
&ge, and find our Author's Senle in it ? 
CreJat Jutkeus, &c. 

After all the learned Pains which Mr T. 
has beftowed on this Paflage of Scripture, 
to reconcile it, if poflible, with his favourite 
Scheme, it is ftiU too plain to be denied, 
that tbe whole of this Dtfcourfe plainly Jbews^ 
that the Apojlle underfiood and beUeved, that 
Death camt upon Mankind by Adam's one 
Offence : not for that they have all finned per- 
fonally^ but they have Jinned^ and are made 
Sinners, through the one Offence of one Man, 
p. 51. But then to allow this, and yet to 
deny the Imputation of the Guilt of Adani% 
Sin to bis Pofterity, is fo glaring an Abfur- 
dity, that our Author finds himfelf conr 
ftrained to try if he can get over it % ' which, 
therefore he attempts in an Appendix to 
Part I. 
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APPENDIX fo PART I. 



IN the Appcndiy, our Author propoles 
Two Queftions : One is, How it is con^ 
Jifient with Jujiice^ that a whole Race 
Jhould be fubjeSled to Deaths by the Difobedi-' 
ence of qne Man ? The other is, Howjhall 
we account for all Mankinds being made 
righteous^ or rejiored to Life at the Refiirrec^ 
tion^ by the Obedience of another Man^ Jefui 
Cbrijl ? So far as thefe Queftions regard real 
Fadts, the Reader may iind an eafy, rational, 
us well as fcriptural Anfwer to both of them, 
in the Book I referred to before, viz. The 
Ruin and Recovery of Mankinds But let us 
hear our Author's Account of thefe Matters. 
As to the 6rft Queftion, he gets rid at oncQ 
pf all Difficulty that may arife from thq 
Confideration of God's Jujiice^ by aicribing 
It wholly to his Goodnefs^ that by the Offence 
*/ Wf :j Jud^m^nt is (om Vpon all Men ta 

Qmdfmmtion % 
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Qmdemnation ; and that by me Maris Dif^ 
obedience^ many are made Sinners ; or, as ne 
is pleafed to expreis it, that the whole Race of 
Adam are fubjeSted to Death for bis Sini for 
Deathy he tells us, is upon the whole a Benefit i 
ojidfrom thence we may account for all Mens 
being made Sufferers by the Difobedience of 
Adam. Suffering of Benefits is not very 
common Language : But this Writer deals 
much in peculiar Acceptations of common 
Words and Phraies. All Words were coined 
by fome Body ; and why may not he have 
the Liberty of coining new Meanings to 
Words, when it will fuit his Purpofe fo to 
do ? Well then, by fuffering^ we are now 
to underftand receiving Benefits ; and by our 
fuffering on account of Adam*s Sin, we are 
to underftand our being gracioufly rewarded 
for it, even with the Benefit of Death. 
But how is Death a Benefit 9 is a Qjieftion 
which our Author puts, p. 69. If the 
Queftion were. How Death, which was 
originally a Curie upon Mankind, is now 
turned into a Benefit, by the Gofpel, to 
them that believe in Chrijl ; or, rather, how 
they receive Benefit by it? a iatisfadory 
Aniwer might eafily be given : But diis 
Gentleman will have Death to be an original 
Benefit, and that to all Mankind. He (up- 
poies it is in mere Mercy and Goodneis 

that all are made to fufifcr this Benefit^ viz. 

to 
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to incresje the Vamty, ef 4iU eartbLy itbings^ 
and to abate their Force to tempt and delude 
us y and when Deaths at near, a Houfand 
Tears dijiancey was not fujieient generally to 
gain tbefi important Endsy God was pkafed 
tofiorten our Days^ reducing them gradually 
to Jiventy or eighty Tears. And^ he adds^ 
if fhe corrupt Morals of the Antediluvians 
was the Oecafitnk of this RednBion of human 
Life^ (asfiems mofl probable) then it will be 
tru€y that as Death entered into the IVorld by 
Adam's Sin; Jo the hajiening of Deaths or 
Sbortnefs (fLife^ entered into the World\ and 
came upon all Men y by the Sin of that vicious 
Generation ; and by their Dijobedience we are 
all againy fa far^ made Sinners^ i. e. we 
receive the Benefit of Deaths according to 
this Au thorns Senfe. And what Reafon have 
we then to be thankful for their Wicked- 
Vkti!&y and to honour the Menoory of that 
vicious Generation, who were, by their 
Wickedne6, the Occafion of our fuffering 
ib important a Benefit, ^nd of our receiving 
it fo much fooncr. Our Author goes on to 
difplay the Benefit of Deaths and of the 
Shortening of human Life to it's prefent 
Standard, viz. that the wild Rage of Am-- 
Intion andLuJl might be brought into narrower 
Bounds y and that Deathy being Jet ^ill nearer 
to our View^ might be a powerfut Motive to 
regard lefs the Things of a tranfitory JForldy 

and 
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andtB attend more to the Ruks of ^rtOh 4md 
fTifikm. And does thiis Author, mdoed, 
believe, in good earneft, that Death is fiK:h 
a Benefit to Mankind, in the -general? Dms 
it appear, in &d, that the ihortesi^ing of life, 
and the nearer View of I>eatfa, has a fiatu- 
ral Tendency to produce tfaeife good £ib£t8 ? 
Is it> indeed^ generaHv, a powerful Motive 
with Men to regard lefs the Things of a 
tranfkory World ; or docs not the comnion 
Obfervation and Experience of all A^ 
plainly (hew the contrary ? has not Covet- 
oufnefs heen always accounted the Vice of 
old Age ? As Death comes in a nearer View, 
we plainly fee, that, generally. Men grow, 
in their Regard to theThrngsof a tranfitory 
World. We are fure/ therefore, that Death 
is no iiich Benefit, as our Author defcribes, 
to the -generality of Mankind ; no, but quite 
the contrary 5 it is the King of Terrors to 
them, 'tis the Burden of their Lives, and the 
Bane of ^11 their Pleafures. To talk, there- 
fore, of Death's being a ]|fenefit, an original 
Benefit, and that to all Mankind, is to talk 
againft the common Scnic and Experience of 
the whole World. Or^ if our Author (hould 
iiippoie, that God gave it originally for a 
a Benefit, but Men pervert it, by their own 
Fault, into a Curfe and Mifcry -, how will 
he account for the EiFed:s proving fb gene- 
ral)^ contrary to the original Intention, and 

natural 
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natural Tendency of the Caufe» but by 
ibme as general and uniform a Corruption of 
human Nature, which yet (as we fliudl fee 
afterwards) he will by no Means allow of. 

It is ftrai^e, 'tis very ftrange diat Death 
ihould be originally given by God as a Benefit 
to Men, and that the ^ortening of Man's 
Life afterwards fhould be defignoi as a ftill 
further Benefit ; and yet, that in the Law 
which God gave to his favourite Ifiraely long 
Life fhould be promifed as the Reward of 
Obedience, and Death (hould be fo often 
threatened to punifh Difobedience. 'Tis 
ftrange, that the increafing Wickedneis of 
Mankind (hould difpoie a juft and holy God 
to increafe, and heap, his Favours and Be- 
nefits ftill more and more upon them ; and 
ftrange, above all, is the Power of Bigotry 
and Prejudice^ in favour of darling Schemes 
and Notions, to invent fuch wild Hypothe- 
fes, and to fwallow down fuch monftrous 
Abfurdities, rather than fubmit to plain, ra- 
tional, revealed Truth. 

But our Author pleads Scripture on his 
Side 5 for^ in feveral Places^ the Scripture 
direSlly affirms that AffiiStim and Suffering 
is the Cbajiifement of our heavenly Father ; 
and particularly applies our common Mortality 
to the forementionea good Purpofes. But does 
not even Chaftifement fuppofe a Fault ? that 
muft be a cruel Father who wiU chaften his 

Children 
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Children iac no Fault at all If Mr 71 
will then allow that our heavenly Father 
does but chaften us for Adanl% Sin» he muft 
furely allow that the Fault of it does, fomc 
Way, and in fome Senfc, lie upon us ; or 
elfe he reprefents the blefifed God as a moft 
cruel Being, and his Dealings with his ChiU 
dren as unrighteous and unreafonable. 

I perfectly agree with our Author, as to 
otherBenefits which may be reaped by Deaths 
p. 69, i)iz. ^0 form a juji Idea of the odious 
and deJiruSiive Nature of Sin, as Death fets 
before our Eyes ajlriking Demonjlration that 
Sin is infinitely hateful to God, and the Cor^ 

ruption and Ruin of our Nature for with 

Sin, Death J as it's defervd Attendant^ en-- 
tered into the World. I only add, and fo it 
ilill continues, the deferved Attendant on 
Sin, and, therefore, on whomfoever Death 
is infii£ted, to them Sin is imputed, even to 
them who have not finned, after the Simili^ 
tude of Adam's Tranfgrejfion -, for the Wages 
of Sin is Death 

Thus, our Author has fliewed, that while 
God, as a fovereign Lord, fubjeSied Man to 
Death, he might, as a Father, do it for Ends 
good, and kind, and beneficent. And yet he 
might, at the iame time, infii(ft it upon 
them in the Nature of a Pani(hment ; as a 
Father punifhes his Child for a Fault, in 
order to reform him. 

G The 
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The fecond Queftion propofed in thi» 
Appendix is, How we pall account for all 
Mankind's being made righteous^ or rejiored 
to Life at the RefurreSlion, by the Obedience 
of yefus Chriji ? To which I anfwer ^ Let 
it firft be proved, that to be made righteous^ 
and to be rejiored to Life at the RefurreSlioh, 
mean 'the fame thing; and alfo, that all 
Mankind are 'made righteous by the Obedi- 
ence of yefus Chrif, before we give our 
felves the Trouble to account for Fadls^ 
which, perhaps, are only imaginary. How- 
ever, as it is certain that fome Men are made 
righteous by the Obedience of Chrify and 
(hall obtain a glorious Refurreftibn, in confe- 
quence of what he has done and fufFered for 
them 5 Let us fee how our Author accounts 
for thi$ Matter. I agree with him, that it 
is owing to the Worthinefs of Chriji ; but I 
can, by no means, affent to the Account 
which he gives us of this his fuperior Wor^ 
thinefs^ his prevailing Interefi in God beyond 
all others. The Scripture evidently afcribes 
it to the Dignity of his Perfon, and to the 
Merit of his Obedience and Sufferings ; but 
Mr. T! confines it merely, to his being Jlain^ 
and redeeming^ us to God by his Bloody which 
he makes to ugnify no more than his Obedi-- 
ence to Gody and Good-will to Men ; or, his 
confummate Virtue^ p. 72. And, in the 
next Page, he tells us^ that true Virtue^ or 

the 
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the right Exercife of Reafon^ is true Wortb\ 
and the only valuable Con/ideration^ the only 
Power which prevails with God. So that, 
according to this Author, Chrijt*s cxercifing 
his Reafon in a right Manner, which led 
him even to facrifice his Life in the Caufe of 
T^ruthy in Obedience to God^ and out of Love 
to Mankind^ is the true and precife Meaning 
of his being fain, and redeeming us to God 
with his Blood -, of his fuffering the juji for 
the unjufiy to bring us unto God; of bisjhed- 
ing his Blood for the Remiffkn of Sins j of his 
giving his Ltfe a Ranfom for many ; of his 
being made Sin for uSy who knew no Sin, that 
we might be made the Righteoufnefs of God in 
him. And do all thefe, and niany other 
fuch like Scripture ExprefQons, mean no 
more, than, that Chrijl exercifed his Reafon 
in a right Manner, exhibiting an extraordi- 
nary Inftahce of Virtue, Obedience, and 
Goodnefs; but without any regard to a proper 
Atonement for Sin ? At this Rate, all the 
;ConJfeirofs and Martyrs, who have rightly 
exercifed their Reafon in a due Submiffion to 
the WiU of God, and in bearing the Suffer- 
ings which he laid upon i;hem, have, in their 
Meafure, the fame Sort of Worthinefs that 
Chrifi has ; and though he may be, in this 
Refpedl, more worthy than any of them, 
yet I can fee no Reafon why, upon this 
Scheme^ their Worthinefs (hould not be 

G 2 alfo 
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alfo a valuable Confideration ; and have 
Power to prevail writh God for the Pardon 
of fome Sins, and for the obtaining of fome 
Favours; and why Cbriji alone muft win 
every Prize ^ and bear away all the Honour 
fron> them. 

Does our Author think, that this poor 
jejune Account of our Saviour's glorious 
Work of Redemption will pafs, with any 
Perfons of common Senfe, who believe the 
Scriptures to be given by In(piration of God ? 
This is making the Scriptures a meer Nofe 
of Wax ; and, at this Rate, inftead of their 
being the Rule of our Faith, they would be 
no Rule at all. If we may thus put Mean- 
ings to the Scripture Phrafes, which arc 
quite foreign to their obvious and natural 
Senfe, the Bible might equally ferve to prove, 
or difprove, any Thing 5 and a Syftem of 
Paganifm may as well be gathered from it, 
as the Doctrines of Chriftianity. 

The Author clofes his Appendix with 
fome Reflediions ; of which I have only this 
to fay, that they are perfedlly well becoming 
the Do£trine he has advanced, to the great 
]mpoveri(hment and Diihonour of the whole 
Gofpel; 
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r£ proceed now to the fecond 

g Part of this elaborate and much 

I applauded Work, in which the 

I Author propofes impartially to 

examine tbe principal Pajages 

of Scripture^ that have not been c&ryiderei 

already, •which have ly Divines been applied^ 

infupport of tbe common Scheme of Ortginal 

Sin. And, becaufe it would be endlels to 

colleft all fuch Paflagcs, he will confine him-' 

felf to the Account tbe Ajfembly of Divines 

'tave given of it, in their Catecbifms, and tbe 

Texts they quote to make good that Account. 

la 
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In this Part the Author has given us 
large Specimens of his Impartiality and 
Candour \ particularly in the honourable 
Mention he makes of the Affembly of Di- 
vines, p. 125. and the charitable Apology he 
makes for their Weaknefs and Ignorance, 
in quoting fo many Texts of Scripture, fo 
very impertinently, to fupport a Dodlrinc 
which is no where in the Bible. He dcfires 
that what he fays on this Head may be ob- 
fcrvcd, and, therefore, I will tranfcribe it; 
1 defire it may be obferved^ that I have no 
Defign to ajperfe the Memory of the AJfembly 
of DivineSy either here, or in any other Part 
of the Book. 'I'is my Opinion they were a 
Body of Men jiot inferior either in Under Jiand-- 
ing, or Integrity y to any in thofe Days. They 
were not the Authors of the Do£lrine we are 
examini/fg: No; it had been p^ofejfed and 
eftablijhedin the Church ^Rome many Ages 
bejore the Affembly of Divines were in being. 
And the Proofs they ufe werefuch as had been^ 
IJuppofe, commonly applied by learned Men to 
the fame Purpofe. J wonder what this Au- 
thor would have faid of the Affembly of Di- 
vines, if Jie had really defigned to afperfe 
iheir Memory. If this be the Language of 
This Candopr and Charity, what would the 
Language qf his Wrath have been. TChe 
Affembly of Divines were not the Authors of 
this DoSlrine. Tis v*ry true, for they found 

it 
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it ia the Bible, out of which our Author 
will never be able to expunge it. They were 
as wife as their Neighbours j but it feems 
they, and their Neighbours, in thofe Days, 
were all Fools alike. The moft learned 
Men of thofe Times took Things upon 
Truft : They fwallowcd down a Doftrine 
which has no Foundation of Truth 5 and 
quoted Texts of Scripture to prove it, as 
tney found them quoted by others, without 
ever examining into theMcaning of them.But 
"the Mafter-piece of our Author*s Ingenuity 
and Candour is the Account he gives us fron^ 
whence they received this Dodlrine : It bad 
been pt^fejfed and eftablijhed in the Church of 
Rome, many Ages before the AJJembly of 
'Divines nioefe in being ; and I Wul be bold 
to add, in thfe Church of Chriji^ fome Ages 
t)efore the Church of Rome was fo corrupted. 
What docs oilr Author mean by this Doc- 
trine*s having bein profeffed and eftablifhed 
in the Church of ttm'k ? if he means, that 
it is properly a JPopifh DoArine ; let him 
fhew; whit Conhedlion it has. with any of 
the pectiliar and diftinguiflting Doctrines of 
Pbpery : Or, is it's having been profefled 
and eftablilhed in the Church bf Kome^ an 
Argument of it's being falfe and unfcriptu- 
ral ? That would equally prove againft the 
Seing of C()d^ and againft tnoft of the fuh- 
dariidrtal ' Dodbfiiies of Chfiftianif y . I take 

no 
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no Delight in retorting our Author ill Lan- 
guage ; but> furely his candid Terms of 
falfe^ unjufiy abfurd^ and unreafonabky which 
he fb plentifully beAows on the Dodlrine 
of Original Sin, were never more applicable 
to any Paflage^ even in any controverfial 
Writings, which are feldom wrote with the 
beft Temper, than to this PafTage of our 
Author's. 

Now, though I will afTure this Gentle- 
man, that nullius in verba is as much my 
Motto as it can be his : 'Tis not the Aflem- 
bly's Catechifm, but the Bible, that is the 
Rule and Standard of my Faith; yet Hook 
upon the Aflembly's Catechifm to be, in the 
general, as excellent a Summary of the 
Chriftian Faith as any that is extant: I 
honour the Memory of thofc worthy Di- 
vines, and, in particular, for the judicious 
CoUedion they have given us of the Texts 
of Scripture that either diredily prove^ or 
properly illujlrate^ the Dodtrine of Original 
Sin. Befidfes the Texts that diredUy prove 
this Dodlrine, they have quoted fome in 
which the fad EfFeds of our original Guilt 
and Depravity are defcribed, which are 
therefore very proper for the Illuftration of 
the Docftrine ; and it is no fufficient Anfwer 
which Mr T. gives to fcveral of them, in 
order to fliew, that they arc quoted imper- 
tinently on the Side of the Dodrinc of Ori- 
ginal 
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ginal Sin, that they do not diredly fpeak of 
it. However there are fo many Texts in 
which this Dodlrine is either diredlly fpoke 
6f, or evidently implied, that our Author 
might well have fpared his Obfervation iti 
p. 50. viz. T^bat the Scripture fpeaks very 
Jparingly of the Confequences of Adanfs Sin 
upon us^ becaufe^ as thefe are freely abfolved 
and reverfed to Mankind, in Chrijiy nve are 
not Jo much concerned to know them, &c. where 
the Fa^ Which he obferves, and the Reafm 
which he affigns for it, are equally true. 

Let us now fingle out fome of the Texts 
which are quoted by the AflTembly to fop- 
port, or illuftrate, the Dodtrinc of Original 
Sin ; and attend to our Author's Remarks 
upon them. 

The firft is ASls xvii. 26. God hath made 
of one Blood all Nations of Men, for to dwell 
on the Face of the Earth, &c. this is quoted 
to prove, that all Mankind defcend from A- 
dam. But here our Author brings in his 
that is, (which very often, in this Book, 
ftands for that is not :) Made all Nations of 
Men of one Blood, that is. Gad hath made all 
the fiver al Nations of the World of one SpecieSy 
orKind, endowed with the fame Faculties. And 
fo they might have been if all Men had been 
created fingly and feparately, juft as Adam 
was ; but in no Propriety of Language, or 
common Acceptation of Words, would they 

H thca 
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then have been all of one Blood. Are Angels 
of one Blood, becaufe they are of one Spe- 
cies, or Kind; and are probably endowed 
with the fame Faculties ? But our Author 
has different Meanings, from other People, 
for Abundance of common Words and 
Phrafes. However, to the common Senfe 
of Men, this Text will appear to be quoted 
very pertinently to prove what it is brought 
for. He adds, If this Scripture is defigned 
to prove that the Covenant was fo made with 
Adam, as a publick Perfon^ not only for him- 
felf but for his Pojlerity ; that he finning^ 
they alfo jhould fin in him ; / mufl leave it to 
every Man to make it out as he can. And 
whoever thought this Scripture was quoted to 
prove all that ? Such trifling as this deferves 
no Notice, 

That God made a Covenant with Adam as 
a public Perfon^ including all his Pojlerity ; 
and^ confequently^ that all Mankind defcend- 
ingfrom him^ by ordinary Generation^ finned 
in him^ and fell with him in his firfl T'ranf 
greffion^ the AfTembly have proved very 
methodically and fubftantially : Firft, from 
Gen/\\. 1 6, 17. where Death is threatened 
to Adam in cafe of his finning; then from 
Rom. y. 12 — 20. and 1 Cor. xv. 21, 22. 
where we are exprefly told, that all Men die 
in Adam ; that by his Offence Judgment is 
come upon all Men to Condemnation i and that 

by 
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by bis Difobedience many are made Sinners. 
The plain and obvious Meaning of which 
Texts has been already vindicated from the 
forced and unnatural Senfes which this Au- 
thor endeavours to impofe upon them. But 
ftill he will have it that it cannot be true^ 
that all Mankind Jinned in Adam when be 
Jinnedy for tben the Offence would not have 
been the Offence of one^ but of Millions. But 
cannot the aSlual Sin of one be imputatively 
the Sin of Millions ? or, cannot the Obliga- 
tion to fufFer PuniQiment for it be transferr'd 
to Millions? That certainly can be, and it 
has been in other Cafes befidcs this, which 
were mentioned before. Our Author's con- 
tinually confounding the Notion of aSlual 
and imputed Sin and Guilt, (hews how well 
he underftood the Dodrine which he under- 
took to write againft. 

The AfTembly qaotc Rom. iii. 23. For alt 
have finned and comejhort of the Glory ofGod^ 
for one Text to prove, that the Fall brought 
Mankind into a State of Sin and Mifery. 
Mr T. will have it that by tf//, the Apoftle 
means on\y Men (that is fome) of allNati^ 
ons. But, mofl certain it is, that he means 
all Men of all Nations, or he means nothing 
to the Purpofe of his Conclufion and his In- 
ferences, ver. 19, 20, 21, 22. and then, 
ver. 23. is as impertinently added by the 

H 2 Apoftle^ 
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Apoftle, as Mr T. would have us believe it 
is quoted by the Aflcmbly of Divines. The 
Apoftlc concludes, from the View which 
he had given before of the univerfal Cor-* 
ruption of Mankind, that every Mouth muft 
be flopped^ and all the World is become guilty 
before God,ytr. 19. From whence he draws 
thefe two Inferences ; i . Therefore by theDeeds 
of the Law there Jhall no Flejh bejuflified ; 
and therefore, 2. The true Way of Juftifi* 
cation for all Sinners is one and the fame^ 
^iz. by the Righteoufnejs of God which with* 
out the Law is manifeftedy even that which is 
by Faith of Jefus Chriji^ unto ally and upon 
all them that believe for there is no Difference j 
viz. as to the Way of Juftification, for all 
have fmnedy and come Jhort of the Glory of 
God. And, therefore, whoever they arc 
whom our Author will pleafe to exclude 
from this All (all have finned) he muft like- 
wife excufe from having any need of Juftifi- 
cation by Cbrifiy and leave them to be jufti- 
iied fome other Way which the Gofpel gives 
us no Account of. I hope our Author will 
confider this Paflage a little better, before he 
favours the World with his intended Fara-^ 
phrafe on the whole Epiftle to the Romans* 
Here it may be proper to take Notice of 
another of our Author's Remarks, upon the 
Aflembly's quoting fome preceding Verfes of 
this Cliapter, Rom. iii 10— 2Q, in order to 

prove 



Part II. Original Sin vindicated. 53 

prove and illuftrate an univerfal Depravity 
and Corruption of human Nature. For it 
is written^ there is none righteous^ no not one ; 
there is none that underjiandeth^ &c. Thefe 
Texts are collected by the ApofUe out of the 
Old Teftament, mod of them from the 
PfalmSy one from Proverbs^ and one from 
Ijaiab 5 and they are brought to prove that 
both Jews and Gentiles are all under Sin 1 
ver. 9. H^e have before proved both Jews and 
Gentiles that they are all under Sin. And, for 
a further Teftimony to this Truth, he al- 
ledges the foUov^ing Accounts of the uni« 
verfal Corraption and Wickednefs of Man- 
kind, from the Old Teftament Scriptures;, 
The O)nclufion he draws from hence is^ 
that all the World is become guilty ^ orfubje^ 
to the Judgment of Gody ver. 19, and the 
Defign of all is, to (hew, that all Men 
ftand in need of that Righteoufnefs of Gody 
which is by Faith of Jefus Chrijt, for their 
Juftification, ver. 21, 22, of the Redempti^ 
on that is in Cbrifly ver. 24. of his Propiti-^ 
at ion for the Remijion of their SinSy ver. 25. 
And, in (hort, it is to prove that all Men, 
who are juftified in the Sight of God, are 
jujiifed by Faith without the Deeds of the 
Law, ver. 28. But our Author is very pofi- 
tive, that the uipojlle is not, in this whole 
Paragraph, fpeaking of all Mankind, but of 
tf very fmalJ Part of Mankind, viz. the 

Jews, 
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Jews^ p. 102. no, nor of all the yews 
neither^ not of every Individual^ p. 104. 
but only of fome very wicked Perfons 
amongft them, fome Malecontents under 
David^s Government. He has laid a great 
deal to fupport this Notion, but not a Word 
that can vindicate St Paul's Reafoning from 
being trifling and falfe, as it mufts needs be 
according to the Senfe which Mr T. puts 
upon this Paflage. There is no Neceffity of 
fuppofing that the Defcription, in every 
Verfe which St Paul quotes, was, in all 
refpefts applicable to every individual Perfon. 
'Tis enough that every Verfe may be fitly 
applied to fome or other j fo that the whole 
is a juft Defcription of the univerfal Depra- 
vity and Corruption of Men. *Tis granted 
there is a Difficulty fometimes, in {hewing 
the Force of St Paul's Proofs from the Old 
Teftament ; but that is no Difficulty with 
us, in the prefent Argument. Whether he 
cites Davidy and Solomon^ and Ifaiah^ in the 
primary Senfe of thofe divine Writers, is 
not the Queftion ; but if St Paul is not 
allowed to mean here a Defcription of the 
univerfal Depravity and Corruption of Men, 
including all the Individuals of the human 
Race, his Argument is quite ruined. For 
to prove that there were fome wicked Men 
among. the Jews, (which is all that our 
Author will allow to be intended by thefe 

Quotations) 
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Quotations) would, by no Means, anfwcr 
his Defign -, nor make the Salvation Chri^ 
necefTary to all the Jews, and much leis to 
all the Gentiles. I conclude, therefore, 
that if the Apoftle argues wifely and fairly^ 
as lam well perfuaded he doth^ fuch a general 
Corruption^ as admits of no Exception^ is 
neceffary to his Argument in the Place under 
Confideration. And, therefore, this Place is 
very properly and judicially quoted by the 
Aflcmbly of Divines, to prove and illuftrate 
the Corruption of human Nature in all the 
Pofterity of Adam. 

Our Author finds his Scheme confiderably 
embarrafled by a Text which the Aflembly 
quote from Ephef ii. 3. and fpends many 
Pages in endeavouring to relieve it. The 
Text is. Among whom (viz. the Children of 
Difobedience) we all had our Converfation in 
Timepaji^ in the Lujl of the Flejh, fulfilling 
the Defires of the Flejh and of the Mind, and 
were by Nature Children of Wrath ^ even as 
others. Mr. 71 teUs us, that the Apojlles 
true Intent was to convince the Ephefians, 
who were Gentiles converted to the Faith of 
the Gofpel, that they were Children of Wrath 
through the I'refpajfes and Sins in which they 
bad walked, p. 108, no. But the Apoftle 
moft evidently fpeaks here of the Jews too,^ 
whom he pronounces Children of Wrath by 
Nature, and of himfelf among them, as 

well 
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well as of the Gentiles. It is not ye, as in 
the two Verfes before, but alfo We all ivere 
by Nature Children of Wrath. With what 
Front does this Man fay, that the Apoftle 
ipeaks here only of the Ephefan Gentiles^ 
and is here defcribing their wretched and de^ 
plorable State while they were in Gentile 
Darknefs^ p. 108. Again, the Apoftle fays, 
that They, and Himfelf, and all others, are 
by Nature Children of Wrath ; but ouf 
Author affirms. He is not here Jpeaking of 
their Nature, but of the vicious Courje of Life 
they had led among the Gentiles, p. iii. 
With juft as good a Grace might he have 
denied that the Apoftle is here fpeaking of 
the Epbefians, or of any body ; or that there 
are any fach Words in the Bible as theie 
which the Aftembly have quoted. But let 
him but put his own Senfe on the Apoftle's 
Words, and be will allow them to be Scrip- 
ture : For Inftance, We all moft mean Te 
only ; and by Nature muft mean nothing 
but really and truly, as Mens natural ChiU 
dren are really and truly their Children ih 
diftindlion from adopted Children ; who, by 
the Way, are as really and truly their adopt- 
ed Children, as the others are their natural 
Children. And though our Author does 
not pretend, nor, indeed, is it poffible iat 
him, to quote one fingle Te« where by 
Nature, ^vc^i, bears any thing like the 

Senfe 
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Senfe which he would impofe upon it here } 
yet, for the Ufe of the Engli/h Reader, he 
quotes a Text^ in which quite a different 
Greek Word is ufed, to prove that Ay Naturi 
figniiies truly. It is i ^im. i. 2. where St« 
Paul calls Timet by bis own Son^ ywKTtop T&tvofi 
It is not worth while^ in the prefent Argu-* 
ment, to difpute the Senfe which our Au-* 
thor puts on that Text, becaufe the Greek 
Word there is quite different from that which 
is very juftly tranflated i^y Nature in this 
other Text ; and therefore his quoting it in 
order^ to fupport his Senfe of this Text is 
altogether impertinent. 

But why muft we take the Word Nature 
in fuch a ftrained metaphorical Senfe^ a 
Senfe in which it is never ufed, when the 
natural obvious Senfe is fo eafy, underftaod* 
ing it of Nature as it is corrupted by Adamt 
Becaufe, faith our Author, // is infinitely ab-^ 
furd fo to underfland it, therefore tbe Apoftk 
cannot mean tbey were liable to divine Wrath 
or Punijhment by that Nature which they 
brought into tbe World at their Birth. Me-* 
thinks then it was not a little abfurd for thid 
Apoflle, who was fo great a Mafler o£ 
Language, both by Learning and Infpirati- 
on, to make ufe of a Word which, in its 
mofl obvious Senfe, mufl needs convey fuch 
an abfurd Notion to his Readers, when there 
were other plain Words enough by which 

I he 
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he might have exprefTed his Meaning, fa 
that no Body, hardly even our Author him- 
felf, could pdlibly mifunderftand him. But 
where lies the infinite Abfiirdity of that 
Dodtrine which the Apoftle's own Word fo 
plainly teaches; viz. that we all arCy by 
Nature^ Children of Wrath ? Why, bfecaufe, 
faith our Author, this Nature^ whatever In^ 
firmities it may be attended withy is no other 
than God^s own Work and Gift 5 and to fay 
the Nature he gives us is the hateful ObjeSi of 
his Wrath y is little lefs than Blafphemy'againji 
our good and bountiful Creator y p. no. If 
our Nature was ftill juft as God originally 
made it, and as when he ordained the Pro- 
pagation of it by a prolific Order, in the 
Days of Innocence, this might be true ; but 
the Truth is, this Nature is now fo vitiated 
by the fir ft Man's finning, that it expofeth 

us to the Wrath of God : And this I take 

« 

to be fo far from an infinite Abfurdity, that 
it is a rcafonable and divine Truth, and an 
infinite Number of hard Words of Abfurdi-- 
tyy Blafphemyy &c. willnever make it falfe. 
Thus Jefus himfelf was called a Blafphemery 
and mady when he fpoke divine Truths* 
Our Naturey lays this Author, is no other 
than God's own Work and Gift y for his Hands 
have fajhioned and formed uSy every one of us. 
Sure he doth not mean, that God has made 
and fa(hioned every one of us in the fame 

immediate 
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immediate Manner as he created Adam. And 
if l>e only means, what is the Truth of the 
Cafe, that God is the Author of our Nature, 
as he created Man at firft with a Capacity 
of propagating his Species, and ordered and 
eftabliflied the Law of fuccedive Propagation 
through a long Series of Ages and Generati- 
ons 5 to which we mud, no doubt, add the 
continual concurring Influence of his Power 
to render this Law effedual ; how will it fol- 
low, that becaufe God is thus the Creator 
and Former of every one of us, therefore it 
is infinitely abfurd to fuppofe, that we are 
by Nature Children of his Wrath ; or, that 
ou;' Nature has not, by fomeMeans or other, 
been fo vitiated fince the original Law of its 
Propagation was eflablifhed, as that it is now 
become difpleaflng and hateful to God? 
Was God obliged to cancel, or to alter, the 
L^w which he had eflablifhed for the Propa- 
gation of Mankind, becaufe the firfl Man 
had defiled his Nature, and mufl necefiarily, 
therefore, propagate a defiled Nature to all 
his Children and Poflerity? And can the 
Blame of their Defilement, with any Sort 
of Juflice, be charged on God ? becaufe he 
only concurs, by his almighty Power, to 
maintain his original Law of Creation and 
Propagation. If our Author's Way of ar- 
g^ing, w>« That we cannot derive a cor- 
rupt Njitui^ Uooi A4am^ becaufe it is Gqd 

I z who 
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who hath formed and fafliioned every one 
of us, proves any Thing, I apprehend it 
would prove that none of the Children of 
Men can derive either any bodily Diftempers, 
OP evil Paffions and Difpofitions of Mind 
from their immediate Parents. And yet 
that Multitudes really do fo, is as notorious 
a Fadl as almoft any in the World. How 
often, and how manifeftly, do the Vices of 
lew<i Parents taint the Bodies of their Chil- 
firen with evil and painful Difeafes, and 
entail Miferies even on their remote Defcen- 
dants? And thus we often fee it that the 
God of Nature and Providence doth vijit 
the Iniquities of the Fathers upon the Children 
to the third and fourth Generation. Is any 
thing more certain than that the Leproujy^ 
Gouty and King's-Evil, nay, and Frenzy too, 
which is a Diforder of the Mind as well 
$s df the Body, run in the Blood from Pa- 
rents to Children, through ;t long Succeffion ? 
And how often do we as, evidently trace the 
Father's evil Temper, his Pride, his Paflion, 
|tn4 his malicious Spirit, in the Temper of his 
^on, as we trace the Features of his Face in 
the Features of his Offspring. And yet, moft 
|rue it is, th^t God's Hands have formed and 
fashioned every one of them, the Son as well 
gs ^he Father, the Defcendants as well as the 
Iflore remote Progenitors. But now, as we fee 

\?Uh Q^X QWn Fyes,^ that this does not himd^ 
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Childrens deriving evil Habits of Body, 
and evil Difpofitions of Mind from their 
Parents and Progenitors, vrhere then is the 
infinite Abfurdity of fuppofing, that all the 
natural Defcendants of Adam have derived 
from him defiled and corrapted Natures; 
though God, by his firft enading, and ftill 
continuing the eftablifhed Law of Propa- 
gation, may very truly be called the Maker 
and Former of every one of them ? Will 
our Author fay, that all the evil Infirmities 
of Body and Mind which many Children, 
fo apparently, derive from their Parents, 
are no other than God's own Work and Gift ? 
And is their Nature now no other ; or is it 
as God made it ? mofl certainly it is not. 
And if the Infirmities which we have de* 
rived from Adam^ and which now attend 
our Nature, are really finfiil ones, as for 
Inflance, a prevailing Inclination to Sin and 
Difinclination to Holinefs and Goodnefs; 
fuch a corrapted finful Nature mufl, of Ne- 
ceflity, be hateful to an infinitely holy God. 
So that, after all our Author's Outcry of 
infinite Abfurdity and Blafphemy, it remains 
a mofl rational as well as fcriptural Truth 
that We all, that all the Pofterity of Adam, 
are by TSlature Children of God's Wrath. And 
this Text is very properly quoted by the 
AfTemhly to prove, th^t huia^n Nature is 

corrupted 
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corrvpted i yea, fo cormpted as to be indif- 
pofed and difinclined^ or made oppofite to all 
that is fpiritually good^ and inclined to all 
Evil. 

Our Author, argues from Rom. ii. 14, i r. 
Use Gentiles which have not the LaWy do by 
Nature the "Things contained in the Law, &c. 
This, faixh he, clearly ju^ppofeth, that the 
Gentiles might have done the things contained 
in the Law by Nature, or their natural 
Towers ; but they who do the Things contained 
in the Law, are not the ObjeSls of God's 
IFrath, p. III. And what is this to the 
Purpofe? The Apoftle does not fay, that 
any of the Gentiles did axAually and com- 
pleatly fulfil the Law of God: But tl^ 
whole Drift of his Diigourfe^ in this and 
the preceding Chapter, fhews quite the 
contrary. When he fpeaks of their doing, 
^y Nature, the Things contained in the Law^ 
he moft evidently means, they are by Con- 
icience excited to do them as their Duty, not 
that any of them did adually fulfil this 
Law of Confcience. But they might have 
done them, faith our Author, otherwife they 
would not have been without Excufe for not 
glorifying God, as the Apoille fays they 
were, Rom. i.. it), 20, 21. But, tf tbere^ 
fore they did not glorify God becaufe their 
Nature was corrupted m Adam^ they would 

have 
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have bad mt only a fair Excufe^ but a jufi 
Reafon for not glorifying God^ feeing they' 
ivould have been utterly incapable through no 
Fault of their awn^ p. 1 12. As this Author 
perpetually ^onfoxxrA^ aStual Sin vt\lh imputed 
Guilt in the firft Part of his Book ; fo he 
as conftantly confounds natural and moral 
Impotcncy in this fecond Part ; whether 
this proceeds from Ignorance, or Deiign, is 
riot for me to determine : Charity obliges 
me to hope it is the former. But he (hould 
have learned, and knov^^n, before he took 
upon him to write on this Subjedt, that 
Propenfty and Neceffity^ Difnclination and 
Incapacity^ are very different Things. An 
utter Incapacity in Man to do his Duty, for 
want of natural Powers, is what no body 
aflferts, that I know of; nor does a moral 
Impotency, or a prevailing Propcnfity to 
Sin, and Dilinclination to Holinefs, and 
Obedience to God, at all imply it. Men 
may be utterly iridifpofed, and, in that Scnfe, 
difabled and made oppofite to all that is fpiritu- 
ally good, and yet not be utterly, nor at all, 
incapable of it if they were but difpofed and 
inclined to do it. And yet fuch a prevailing 
Indifpofition does, to all Intents and Pur- 
pofes, amount to a real Impotency ; and fo 
the Scripture reprefents it, as Gen. xxxvii. 4. 
yofepb'% Brethren bated bim^ and could not 
jpeak peaceably to him : They cmld not, not 

becaufe 
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becauie they wanted the natural Faculty of 
Speech^ but becauie they bated him, and 
thereby their Hearts were made oppojite to 
their Brother. But was this their moral 
Impotency, this could not^ a fair Excufe and 
a jufl: R»fon for their ill Ufage of him ? 
No more is the Corruption of human Na- 
ture, whereby Men are utterly indifpofed, 
and, in that refpe£t^ diiabled and made op- 
pofite, to all that is fpiritually good, any 
fair Excufe or jufl Reafon for their not doing 
the Good which they have natural Powers 
for, and which it is their Duty to do. Thus 
alfo Men may be prevailingly, and even 
wholly inclined to all Evil, and fo far Sin 
is natural to them; yet that does, by no 
means, make their finning neceflary. Such 
a corrupt Biafs and Bent of the Will is, 
indeed, natural to all Men, fince the Fall; 
but their adtual Sins are, neverthelefs» 
chargeable on their own Choice. I could 
name a Gentleman who has derived from 
his Mother a more than ordinary natural 
Relifti for a particular Sort of Food, which 
at fome Seafons of the Year is exceedingly 
dear and fcarce. This natural Inclination 
and Appetite to that Food often puts him to 
a large Expence in furnifhing his Table. 
Were he a poor Man, very poffibly, it might 
occafion his Ruin. He fays he cannot re- 
frain from it ; and yet, were he to indulge 

his 
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liis Appetite, with thiamoft grateful Food, 
at an Expence which his Circumftances 
would not bear, he would certainly be to 
blame. It is pkin he could live very well 
without it, for ib he muft neceflarily do 
through the bigger Part of the Year. Our 
Author (kith, What is natural to us we can 
no means help and binder ^ p. 125. But 
\t bad Efieds of natural evil Inclinations 
may be helped and hindered ; and if we in- 
dulge them to adlual Sin, it is our own 
Fault. 'Tis a frequent Turn with this Author 
thus to confound natural and neceffary^ 
which I hope is no more than a Miftake. 

The next Proof, which our Author fpends 
ibnoe Pages in endeavouring to evade, is 
Ronk v. 6. For when we were yet without 
StrHigth, in due Hime Chrifi died for the Vn^ 
godly. Here a little Change of We into Te 
may be of fome Service to his Caufe. He tells 
ue, therefore, that the Apofilefpeaks here only 
to the Gentiles y and not to them neither per« 
fi>nally, but. in a Body as dijiinguijhed front 
the Boify or Nation of the Jews. But as he 
has not been pleaied to intorm us who told 
him fo, nor given us any Thing like a fuffi- 
cient Reafbn to believe it, we muft e'en let 
the Text ibind as it is ; and for what it is» 
viz. one confiderable Proof, among many 
others, of the natural Weaknefs andUngod* 
linefe of Menj even of all for whom Cbrifi 
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died : For which Purpofe the Aflembly 
quote it. 

Our Author is fo good as, of his own 
Accord, to give us one Text, which feem 
to fpeak the Affembly's Senfe of the Cor- 
ruption of human Nature, but which 
they have omitted. For, indeed, it was not 
poffiblc for them to produce all the Texts of 
Scripture, which give Teftimony to this 
Dodrine, in fo narrow a Room as they 
thought it neceflary to confine themfelves to. 
The Text is Gen. viii. 21. I will not again 
curfe the Ground for Man's fake; for the 
Imagination of Man's Heart is evil from bis 
Toutb. This Text gives our Author fome 
Opportunity of difplaying his Skill in Cri- 
ticifm J which, perhaps, might be one Rea- 
fon of his producing it ; for, otherwife, it 
would have been altogether as prudent not 
to have put his Readers in mind of it. He 
has difcovered, it feems, that the Hebrew 
Particle '? which is tranflated for in this 
Text, does fometimes fignify altbougb, 
though y^r is undoubtedly the more common 
Meaning of it. And then, by his ufual 
Dexterity in (huffling and changing Word? 
and Phrafes, he turns for tbe Imagination of 
Mans Heart is evil from his Toutb^ into 
alt bough hejhouldfall into tbe lafl Degree of 
Corruption. But after all the learned Labour 
which he has laid out on this Text, to make 

it 



Part II. Original Sin vindicated. 67 

it fuit his own Scheme, how plain and obvi- 
ous is the natural Meaning of it, viz. I will 
not curfe the Ground again for Man^sfake^ for 
Man is not to be cured that Way, he is fo 
naturally bent to Evil, for the Imagination 
of Maris Heart is evil from his Toutb. 

After all, if thefe Scripture-Proofs cannot 
be evaded, according to the moft obvious 
and natural Meaning of the Words, yet our 
Author is very fure that the Doftrine of the 
Corruption of human Nature, which the 
Aflcmbly quote them to prove, cannot be 
true, and that for two very fubflantial 
Reafons: One is, that according to this 
Dodlrine Men are no moral AgentSy not 
capable of performing Duty ^ nor of regulating 
their ASlions by a Law commanding Good and 
forbidding Evil, p. 125. In another Place 
he fays, that if all Men are by Nature utterly 
indifpqfedy difabled^ and oppofite to allfpiritual 
Good, and wholly inclined to all Evil conti^ 
nually, they can be in no Capacity of ufng 

Means of Amendment nor is any Man^ 

except Adam, blameablefor whatever Wick-- 
ednefs is in the World, feeing it proceeds from 
a Caufe fubfifiing in natural NeceJJity, p. 167. 
I have faid enough before, concerning natu- 
ral and moral Impotency, to (hew the Weak* 
nefs and Abfurdity of thefe Inferences. Be* 
caufe we have now no natural Difpoiition to 
fpiritual Good, but are difabled or made 

K 2 oppofite 
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oppoiite to it by the prevailing corrupt Biaft 
of our own Wills, therefore we are not 
capable of it, even though we were willing 
and inclined to it. And becaufe, by the 
iame corrupt Biais, we are inclined to Evil^ 
therefore we are not blameable for any Evil 
we do. This is plainly the Amount of our 
Author*^ Reafoning on this Head ; I prefume 
I may fafely venture to let it pafs without any 
Anfwcr. 

Another weighty Reafon for which this 
Author wiUmtfcrupletofay^ that the AJfem" 
blfs Fropojttim concerning the Corruption rf 
human Nature is falfe is, that according ts 
this DoSlrine Sin mufi be natural to us^ and 
if natural^ then necejary. This is a favourite 
Turn of our Author's, which he has re- 
peated Abundance of Times in his Book ; 
but were he to repeat it z^ thouiand Times 
more, I (hall not fcruple t6 fay that a thou- 
fand Repetitions would not make Trath and 
Reaibn of it>. If by Sip he means here the 
corrupt Biais of our Wills, that, indeed, is 
natural to us, as our Nature is corrapted by 
the Fall 5 but it was not fo originally, as 
our Nature came out of the Hand of God : 
And therefore it is very improperly and un- 
juftly compared by our Author to the natural 
Paffions of Hunger and Thirft, which God 
bimfelf put into human Nature. This cor- 
rupt Biais of the Will is certainly evil and 

flhful. 
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finfbl, and hateful to God, whether we have 
contrafted it oarfelves, or whether we de« 
rive it {tomjidamy that makes noDifierence. 
A prottd and paflionate Temper is evil, 
whether a Man has contracted it himfelf, 
or whether (as is often moft apparently the 
Gife) he has derived it from his Parents.* 
But if by Sin which Mr. 7! fays muft, ac- 
cording to the Aflembly, 6e natural to us ; 
and ij natural^ then necejfary} and if necef- 
farjy then no Sin ; he means finfiil Adtions 
whidi flow from, and are oocaiioned by, 
this corrupt Bials of the Will ; it remains 
for him to prove, that a corrupt Biais of the 
Will makes the Adions neceflary, and, 
confequeotly, not iinfiil. If a corrapt Biafs 
makes Sin to be necdiary, and^ confequently, 
to be no Sin, then the more any M^ui is in- 
clined to Sin, the leis Sin can he commit : 
And, as the corrapt Biafs of his Heart grows 
ftronger, his actual finning becomes more 
necefl^y ; and fo the Man, inftead c£ grow- 
ing more wicked, grows more innocent. 
Then Luji when it bath conceived^ that is, as 
our Author explains it, "uoben it is come to full 
Purpofsy Power^ and Maturity in the 
Hearty inftead of bringing forth Sin^ as St 
James afierts, would, according to this 
Author, bring forth pure Innocence; and 
the Man would be very unjuftly punifh'd 
with Death and Deftru^ion for doing what 

was 
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was now become neceflkry, and which he 
could not help. This is very weak and 
wild talking ; and yet thus much our Au- 
thor's arguing proves, if it proves any 
Thing. . 

He argues further, p. 128. that // all 
aSlualTranfgreJfions proceed from Adsitn' sfrji 
Sin, then J in effeSl^ AAzmJinned all the Sin 
that bath been, is, or Jhall be in the World ; 
and be is the only guilty Per/on that ever lived 
in it. For if our Sins proceed from his, bis 
Sin is the Caufe of ours -, and the Caufe of 
every EffeB is alone chargeable with the EffeSl 
it produceth, or which proceedeth from it. 
But who fays that Adam'^ Sin is the alone 
and only Caufe of all a£tual Tranfgreflions ? 
The corrupt Biafs which all Men derive 
from him may be, and is, further heightned 
by Men themfelves. The natural Propen- . 
fity to Sin grows by Indulgence and by 
Cuftom in finning: Hereby // is raifed to 
its full Power and Maturity in the Hearty 
and produces adtual Tranfgreflions. So, 'tis 
the Sinner's own Fault that he fufFers himfelf 
to be drawn away and enticed into the adlual 
Commiffion of Sin, by thofe Lufls which 
he derives in a corrupt Nature from Adam ; 
and it is his further Fault that he has 
heighmed thofe corrupt Propenfities of his 
Nature into more fettled and confirmed 
Habits by his own wilful Indulgence of 

them. 
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them, and by a Continuance in the Pradice 
of Sin and Wickcdnefs. As to our Author^s 
faying, that if our Sins proceed from Adam'j, 
his Sin is the Caufe of ourSy &c. *Tis pity 
he had not learned before he wrote on this 
Subjedt, to diftinguifti upon that old School 
Axiom Caufa Caufa eji Caufa caufati : he 
jfhould have known that this nolds only where 
the immediate Caufe is effentially fubordi* 
nate to the remoter Caufe, not otherwife. 
But whoever thought that the a£lual Choice 
of our own Will, which is the immediate 
Caufe of our adtual finning, is effentially 
fubordinate to Adam's Sin ; or that it necef-* 
larily follows from that corrupt Biafs which 
we derive from him. The immediate Caufe 
of a Stone's Weight in falling, is the Prin- 
ciple or Power of Gravitation^ which God 
has put into it. . Suppofe the remoter Caufe 
of a Stone's falling on my Head, and doing 
me a Mifchief, fhould be fome Man's pur- 
pofely letting it fall upon me from the Top 
of a Houfe or Tower ; in this Cafe the im- 
mediate Caufe is i^ecefTarily fubordinate to 
the more remote ^ufe, by an eflablifhed 
Law of Nature ; therefore, the Man is 
chargeable with doing the Mifchief, not the 
Stone nor Gravity. But fuppofe fome Pcr- 
fon has told this Man a falfe Story of me, 
by which he has fet him againfl me, or 
made his Heart pppofite to me ; the Man's 

malicious 
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malicious Adtion may be confidered as the 
more immediate Cauie of the Mifbhief, the 
other Peribn's Lye as the remoter Caufe, or 
the Caufe of the Man's Action. In this 
Ckfe, though, the other Pei^bn would be 
guilty of a Lye, yet the Guilt of the ma^ 
hcious Action would lie wholly on him that 
did the Mifchief. And were this Man to 
be tried for it, in any Court of Juftice, it 
would be a vain Thing to plead in his Jufti-* 
fication, that the other Peribn was the Caufe 
of it, not he. So Adam's Sin is the Caufe 
of the corrupt Biafs of our Wills ; but it is 
our own wilful indulging to this: corrupt 
Biafs that i&the C^ufe of our a&ual finning* 
Therefore the Caufe of our Sin is the Choice 
of our own Will ; or our Sin proceedetb 
immediately from our own Choice : But ift 
by no means follows, as our Author would 
have it, that therefore it proceedeth not 
alfo from Adam'^ TranfgrefQon ; any more 
than, in the Cafe before fuppofed, that the 
Man's malicious Adlion does not proceed 
from the other Perfon's Lye» Upon the 
whole then, it i$ no palpable nor dangerous 
Error, nor any Error at all, to affirm, that 
the Wickednefs of the World proceeds honk 
Adam's firfl Tranfgreflion ; in as much a» 
that gave an evil Bent and Biafs to all his 
Pofterity. This is no palpable and danger^ 
ous Error ; but^ on the other Handj it is ^ 

mofi 
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moft obvious Truth that our Author talks 
very vireakly and ignorantly on this Sub* 

I am afraid of quite tiring my Reader 
with fuch Kind of Arguments and Criti-* 
cifms as we have hitherto met with in the 
Book before us ;. and I cannot promife him 
that thofe which are yet to come are any 
thing better. I will only beg his Patience 
while I remark upon a few more, and that a3 
briefly as may be. 

• The Aflfembly quotes Pfal H, 5. Behold^ 
Iwasjhapen in Iniquity^ and in Sin did my 
Mother conceive me^ for one Proof, among 
others, that Original Sin is conveyed, from, 
our firft Parents to their Pofterity, by natu- 
ral Generation \ fo as that all who proceed 
from them, in that Way, are conceived and 
born in Sin. Upon this Text our Author 
takes occafion to difplay much of his critical 
Skill and Learning : He makes the Word 
which our Tranflators have rendered ^j^^« 
to fignify brought forth, or born. I will 
not ftand to difpute with him for. a few 
Months; e'en let it fignify as he would 
have it, Iwa^ brought forth ^ or born in Ini^ 
quity. As for the Word tranflated conceivi 
in this Text 5 after this reverend Divine has 
taken much learned Pains, for about a Page 
and half, to clear it from an obfcene Senfe 
which fcarce any Body would have thought 



74 ^^^ Scripture-DoStrine of 

of, if he had not fuggefted it, he makes it 
to fignify made botj or warmed: And fo one 
would naturally fuppofe the Senfe fhould be 
in Sin did my Mother warm me^ or gave me 
tbejirft vital Heat. It feems then our Au- 
thor's Criticifm will not yet help his Caufe : 
But he is obliged to have recourfe to his ufuaj 
Slight oi Jhuffiing Words, and putting one 
for another. By this Art he has presently 
turned warmed into cherijhed or nurfedi in 
Sin did my Mother nurfe me. But ft ill this 
will not do, without fome further Help ; 
for it is not to be fuppofed that David here 
charges his Mother, whom he elfewhere 
calls the Handmaid of the Lord^ with nurfing 
him in Sin, or giving him a bad Education : 
Befides, the Word nurfed naturally refers to 
the State of Infancy, when, according to 
our Author, David himfelf had no Sin of 
any Sort ; and as for his Mother's Sin he had 
no need to htforry for it. Therefore a little 
further Caft of this Writer's Skill is neceffary 
to make this ftubborn Text buckle to his 
Scheme. And by and by he has turned, in 
Sin did my Mother nurfe me^ into I am a 
great Sinner \ and fo by all thefc Shiftings and 
Changings, of one Word for another, and 
that for another, ^c. he has at length pretty 
well managed and fubdued this Text. But 
is this leading us by the Hand into the mojh 
fruitful and pleafant Garden of Gody bis 

holy 
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holy Ward ? as he had promifed us, p. 4. No 
furely, but it is leading us quite out of it^ 
into the Wildernefs of his own Fancy. Is 
this agreeable to that Rule which he hath 
given us for interpreting Scripture? p» 3. 
viz. We mujl not allow ourfelves to feign any 
Tlbing ', but muji attend to the true^ Jiri£t^ 
and proper Senfe of every Place, without 
daring to add or diminijh by our own Imagi^ 
nations. And has our Author, indeed, given 
us the ftridt and proper Senfe of this Place ? 
No ; and to do him Juftice, he does not 
pretend that he has : And he gives us three 
Reafons why this Text cannot be taken in 
the literal Senfe. 

1. In the whole Pfalm there is not a Word^ 
nor Hint, about Adam, or the EffeBs of his 
Sin upon us. I anfwer, that this fifth Vcrfc 
of the Pfalm is more than a Hint about the 
Effedls of Adam's Sin upon us. 

2. It is plain beyond all Doubt, that the 
Pfalmi/i is charging bimfelf with his own Sin, 
confejfing and lamenting his own perfonal 
Wickednefs. And it is plain beyond all 
Doubt, that in this Verfe of the Pfalm, he 
is humbling himfelf before God upon the 
Confideration of his natural Corruption and 
Sinfulnefs. 

2 • If we take the Words in the literal Senfe 
of our Verfion, then it is manifeft that he 
char get h not bimfelf with his Sin and Wicked^ 

h z nefs^ 
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nefs^ but fome other Perfon : and who fees not 
that he throws the whole Load of his Iniquity 
and Sin from off himfelf upon another. But 
who fees not, with half an Eye, that this 
is very abfurd Reafoning ? For a Biafs to- 
ward Sin in David^ given him in his Con- 
ception, did not make his Sin neceffary: 
Nor does it at all follow, as our Author would 
make it, that \( David was (hapen in Ini- 
quity, then God was the Author of his 
Iniquity, becaufe God (haped and formed 
him } for God adts in Providence, as an uni- 
verfal Agent, accbrding to his own original 
Law of Propagation, whether jidam and 
his Pofterity be innocent or finful, pure or 
defiled ; and fb is not chargeable with parti- 
cular Events. But, this Matter has been 
fufficiently confidered before. 

At the Clofe of this Sedion our Author 
runs a wild and moft unjuft Comparifon be- 
twixt the common Dodrine of Original Sin 
and Tranfubftantlation. yifter all, fays he, 
if you will adhere to the literal Senfe of this 
Uext, for the common DoSirine of Original 
Sin J Jhew me any good Reafon why you ought 
pot to admit the literal Senfe of that Texty 
This is my Body, for T^ranfuhjiantiation. 
That may very eafily be done, vi^i. becaufe 
the literal Senfe of the former Text is 
perfeftly agreeable to the common Senfe, 
ftad Reafpn, and Experiepce of Manl^indj^ 

in 
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in a Multitude of other Cafes *, and there is 
no Evidence either of Reafon or Scripture 
againft it. Whereas, the literal Senfe of 
the latter Text is contrary to the moft plain 
and certain Evidence both of Senfe and 
Reafon. 

Our Author's Charge upon the Doftrine 
of Original Sin, that // is hurtful to Piety, 
and apparently leaning to all Manner of Ini^ 
quity^ is moft apparently owing to his own 
Mifapprehenfion of the Doftrine which he 
undertakes to refute; and to his confounding 
natural and neceffary^ and Caufes and EffeSls, 
as he continually does. 

Job xiv. 4. is quoted by the Aflembly 
as a further Teftimony to the Propagation 
of Original Sin, Who can bring a clean T'hing 
out of an unclean ? not one. Where by clean 
our Author is pleafed to underftand immortal; 
and by unclean, mortal : For he makes the 
Senfe to be, fVe fpring from a mortal Stocky 
and therefore are frail and mortal^ p. 1 40. 
But to me it feemeth evident, that, as Job 
fpeaks of his being brought into Judgment 
with God, in the Words immediately before, 
fo he fpeaks here of fome Sin, or fome De- 
filement, as the Caufe of his Mortality, 
which he expatiates upon in the following 
Verfes. I fhall only leave with the Reader 
what I apprehend to be the obvious Senfe of 
the third and fourth Verfes, which he may 

compare 
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compare with our Author's Objedlions, p. 
141. viz. Why dojl thou pafs an uncommon 
"Judgment of jiffliSiions on me^ fnce all are 
unclean^ or defiled from their Original ? 

Thus alfo I will venture all that our Au- 
thor has faid to evade the Teftimony of the 
next Text, viz. Jobxv. 14, with the Judg- 
ment of any unprejudiced Reader 5 for I do 
not find that any thing is here oiFered, tQ 
the purpofe of the Argument, that has not 
been fufficieritly anfwered before. 

Another Text which the Aflembly quote 
upon this Head, and which our Author has 
difcreetly (lipped over with a few Words, 
(for it would not have been prudent to keep 
his Reader's Attention long upon it,) is John 
iii. 6. T'hat which is born of the Flejh is 
Flejh y and that which is born of the Spirit 
is Spirit. Here, by Flejh^ Mr. T. is pleafed 
to underftand nothing elfe but the mere 
Parts and Powers of a Man 5 and to be born 
of the Flejh^ is, according to him, to be 
born of a Woman by natural Defcent and 
Propagation, and fo to become a Man^ con-- 
Jifting of Body and Soul, or the mere Con/litU" 
tion and Powers of a Man in their natural 
State. Now let us fuppofe, with our Author, 
that human Nature is not at all cormpted ; 
that there is no evil Biais in our Nature ; no 
fuch Thing as a Propenfity to Sin and Dif- 
incUnation to HoUnefs and Goodnefs ; and 

let 
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let U9 try what Scnfe we can make of other 
Texts of Scripture, where the Word Fkjh 
k ufed in Oppofition to Spirit^ as it is here 5 
2i'^Rom. viii. i. There is now no Condemnation 
to them that are in Chriji jfefus^ who walk 
not after the Flejh^ but after the Spirit ; 
that is, not after the pure uncorrupted Con- 
ftitution and Powers of Man. Again, ver. 8. 
They that are in the Flejh cannot pleafe God 5 
that is, no Man, who has the Conftitution, 
Parts, and Powers of a Man, can pleafe God. 
Again, wr. 13. If ye live after the Flejh ye 
Jhall die j that is, if ye live fuitably to the 
pure and uncorrupted Conftitution and 
Powers of human Nature, ye (hall die, aod 
fall under the Wrath of God. And in 
what Senfe can we underftand it, that the 
Flejh lufteth againjl the Spirit^ and the Spirit 
againji the Flejh^ and thefe are contrary the 
one to the other ^ Gal. v. 17. if Flefli means 
nothing but the pure and uncorrupted Con- 
ftitution and Powers of human Nature ? 
Nay, how (hall we underftand even our 
Author's Account of being born of the Spirit^ 
in oppofition to being born of the Flejh^ and 
what Senfe can we make of it ? viz. that 
it is to be born of God into a divine andjpi^ 
ritual Life^ into the right Ufe and Application 
of the natural PowerSy if there be no origi- 
nal evil Biais in our Natnre, and if thefe 
natural Powers are pure and uncorrupted in 

the 
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the firft or natural Birth. Why is not Man 
born in the right Uie of his natural Powers 
at firft, if he has no natural Pravity, if his 
Nature that comes into the World is no other 
than Go£s own Work and Gift^ that is, as 
pure and undefiled as God made it : And 
we are fure that an infinitely holy God 
would make nothing but what is pure and 
undefiled. 

In oppofition to the Doftrine of the ori- 
ginal Corruption of human Nature, our Au- 
thor affirms, that, on the contrary^ (this 
Text, vix. "John iii. 6.) fuppofetb that we 
have a Nature fufceptible of the heft Kind of 
Habits^ and capable of being born of the 
Spirit, p. 145. And whoever denied it ? 
This Writer has a Angular Talent at making 
Contradidlions of Confiftencies, and Con- 
fiftencies of Contradidions. 'Tis a Dif- 
covery of his own, no doubt, that an In- 
difpofition to do a Thing renders us in- 
capable of doing it, even when that Indil^ 
portion is removed ; and that fuch a corrapt 
Biafs of the Will, as doth in efFeft at prefent 
difable us forfpiritual Good, renders us alfo 
incapable of being born of the Spirit, or of 
having that evil Biafs correded by his al- 
mighty Influence. 

Well, but, after all, if the Teftimony 
of this Text againft our Author's Scheme 
cannot be fairly evaded, yet he is very fure 

that 
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that his Sdheme is right; and either this 
Text muft have fotne latent Meaning, or 
none at all. For if natural Generation is 
the Means of conveying Original Sin from 
our firfi Parents to us, their Pofierity^ then it 
would follow y that natural Generation tnufi 
itfi^f ^^ afinful and unlaisful ^ing^ which 
yet he has proved, from another Text, 
it is not, /. 145. Here our Author's own 
Simile, for tlie Uluftration o£ this Point, 
might, if he had well confidered it, have 
prevented his abfurd Conolufion, viz. So 
far as we eat and drink in Sin^ it is a Sin to 
eat and drink ; and fo far as we are generated 
in Siny it mufi be a Sin to be generated. I 
fuppofe he means // mufi be a Stn to generate : 
So far as we eat and drink finfuUy, that is, 
againft the Law of Sobriety and Temperance, 
it is a Sin to eat and drink. But does our 
Authpr mean, that it is a Sin for a wicked 
Man, who lives in Sin, (over whom Sin has 
Dominion^ in nd)ofe Body it reignethy and he 
obeys it in the Lufts thereof who therefore 
does nothing but in Sin,) does he mean it is 
a Sin for fuch a Man to eat and drink, and 
that it WQuld be more virtuous for him to 
ftarve himfelf to Death by total Abftinence ? 
I prefume this is not his Meaning ; though 
I will not be fo vain as to fay, that I can 
certainly find out what his Meaning is; 
Thus, fo far as any Perfons generate finfoUy, 

M^ that 
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that is again ft the Law of Chaftity, they 
commit a finful and unlawful Thing ; but 
while they keep within the Bounds and 
Rules which God has prefcribed, in this 
Cafe, they do nothing that is finful ; nor 
are they anfwerablc for that natural Pravity 
which will be neceflarily propagated to their 
Offspring, independently on the Choice and 
Confent, of their own Wills, Our Author's 
Illuftration here is not amifs, viz. that Men 
produce one another as the Oak produces the 
Acorn. To which let me add, that if the 
Oak be corrupted, the Acorn may neceflarily 
be fo too 5 and fo if human Nature be cor- 
rupted in the Parent, it will neceflarily be fo 
in the Offspring. A cormpt Stock will, by 
Virtue of God*s vegitating Influence which 
ne exerts according to his eftablifhed Law 
of Vegetation, produce a corrupt Branch ; 
and fo will corrupt human Parents propagate 
a corrupt Offspring, by Virtue of that In- 
fluence which God exerts according to his 
original eftabiiflied Law of Propagation. 
But neither do human Parents commit Sin 
in propagating their Nature, (whether it be 
pure or corrupted is what no ways afl[e<fts 
the Lawfulnefs of their Adtion) neither does 
God aft unworthy of his Holinefs in conti- 
nuing his propagating Influence on the 
^uman Race, according to his eftabiiflied 
Law of Nature 5 and not working Miracles 

every 
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every Day, and every Moment, to prevent 
the Propagation of that Corruption with 
which the whole human Nature is now in- 
fedled. In ftiort God's vegitating Influence 
in Plants, and his propagating Influence in 
Animals is uniform and blamelefs, whether 
the Stock be good or bad. 

In p. 148. our Author fpeaks out his 
Meaning more plainly than he has done be- 
fore, viz. All we loft in Adam was that Life 
which ceafeth when we leave this World ; and 
all that God's Grace doth for us in Chrift, to 
repair that Lofs^ is raijing us up at the laft 
Day. To which I will only fay, let any 
Man of common Senfe, who is not under 
the Influence of violent Prejudice to a pre- 
conceived Scheme, read the New Teftament 
and the Accounts which are there given of 
our Redemption by Jefus Chriji^ and the 
various Benefits that flow from it j and let 
him believe our Author's Scheme to be fcrip- 
tural and true if he can. 

The Aflfembly aflert, that the Fall brought 
upon Mankind God's Difpleafure and Curfe^ 
fo as we are by Nature the Children of Wrath ; 
to prove which they, very properly, quote 
"Eph. ii. 2, 3. a Text that has been confldered 
before. Our Author will be bold to fay y that 
neither from this Text nor from any other 
Scripture^ can this Propofttion be proved, 
p. 151. and I am as bold to fay it can be 
proved, and has been proved already. It 
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It is further afferted by thfe Aflembly, that 
^e are by Nature Bond- Slaves to Satan-, to 
prove which they quote 2 Tith. ii. 26. And 
that they may recover tbemfelves out of the 
Snare of the Devily who were taken Captive 
by him at bis Will Here our Author ha^ 
fomewhat improved upon a whimfical Senfe, 
that was anciently given by TheophylaSt of 
this Text, and has adopted it for his own : 
It affords him a glorious Opportunity of dif- 
playing his profound Skill in Criticifm ; and 
by the help of that Art he gives this Turn 
to the Text, that they may recover themfelves 
out of the Snare of the Devil, being caught 
to Life by him, viz. the Servant of God 
mentioned at the Beginning of ver. 24. to 
the Obedience of God's JFtlL I promifed 
our Author to remind him of his Critique 
on Rom. v. 12. /. 51. and now is a proper 
Time for it. There he infills upon it that 
the Particle cJ, which is tranflated that, and 
in the Margin whom, cannot refer loctv^^'^^ 
•TTo^, Man, in the Beginning of the Verfe, 
as the marginal Verfion refers it, becaufe 
3'ayaT©', Death, is the next Subjiantive go-- 
ing before, to which, therefore, according to 
the Rules oj Grammar, it muft refer \ and 
€t in the Text, now under Confidcration, 
e will have auToy, him, refer, not to <ria- 
^oAoy, the Devil, which is the next Subjlan^ 
tive going before:^ mtb whicb^ according ta 

the 



I 



Part II. Original Sin vindicated. 85 

the Rules of Grammar y it can agree^ but to 
i'ouXovy Servanty at the Diftancc of almoft 
three Verfcs. What wretched Shifts is this 
Man put to, to fupport his Scheme, or 
rather to keep the Scriptures from teftifying 
againft it ? And yet all will not do. 

His Criticifm on the Word e^(»y^ii&fot^ 
taken Captive, is ftill more extraordinary. 
He tells you, that any Greek Scholar, that 
can only look into his Lexicon willfatisfy you, 
that the Word Zof)y^€(» never Jgnijieth to take 
captive, or catch either Men or Beajis to kill 
and de^roy them, but it always Jignifieth to 
revive, to bring to Life, to rejiore ; and when 
applied to War, or Hunting, Jignijieth to take 
with a Dejign to preferve and keep ali^e^ 
not as Enemies taken for Bonds, or for Deaths 
but as Captures redeemed for Life and Liberty. 
One would think our Author was juft fpch 
a Greek Scholar as he has here defcribed, |fid 
that the Lexicon he has looked into is but a 
very forry one. It is ftrange that the Word 
2,(»y^c(f), which is commonly applied to 
hunting fhould never fignify to catch Beafts 
to kill and deftroy them. Not many Beafts 
are hunted and catched with a Defign to be 
preferved and kept alive, befides Squirrels 
and Monkeys. When this Word is applied 
to War, it is ufed, indeed, for taking Cap-^ 
tives alive ; but it by no Means determines 
what is to be done with tbcra afterwards 

whethei: 
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whether they are to be releafed again, or 
made Slaves of. Thus, in the Septuagint^ 
it is ufed for faving Rabab alive, when the 
Dcfign was to give her her Freedom, Jojh. 
vu 25. and it is ufed for laving the Gibeonites 
alive, when the Defign was to make Slaves 
of them, Jojh. ix. 20. Therefore our Au- 
thor's learned Criticiim on this Text is falfe, 
and fo we difmiis it, with all that he has 
built upon it. 

/ have no Inclination to expofe the frightful 
Confequences of our Author's Scheme *• 
How highly injurious it is to the Scriptures 
any one may fee. But give me leave^ before I 
difmifs this Part of the Book, to commiferate 
the Cafe of thofe miftaken Perfons who, I 
hope, are not many^ with whomfuch an ex- 
travagant Scheme, fo contrary to the whole 
Current of Scripture, and to the common 
Sepfe and Experience of Mankind, can pafs 
for rational and fcriptural Divinity, ^eir 

Eyes 

• The Author*s Words referred to in this Paragraph are 
thefe : ** I have no Inclination to expofe it (the DoSrine of 
** Original Sin) in all its frightful Confequences. How 
" highly injurious it is to Divine Juftice any one may fee. 
" But give me leave to commiferate the miftaken Many» 
** with whom fuch Points as thefe pafs for Articles of the 
'< Chriftian Faith. Their Eyes are covered with a thick 
'* Cloud of Error, and the AU-perfe^ Goodnefs of God, 
'* which ihould be their Joy and Life, is thereby intercepted 
*' from their View ; or appeareth quite deformed : and they 
*' fitailoniihed in the gloomy Cave of SuperfUtion, haunted 
*' with caufelefs Fear, Terror, andDefpair; and refounding 
*/ with tht howible Murmur of Blafphemy. 
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Eyes arf covered with a thick Cloud ofBigotry, 
Prejudice, and Error j wA*«i^ that greateft 
Inilancc of God's Goodnefs, which jhould be 
their Joy and Life^ even his giving his Soa 
to be a Sacrifice for our Sins, and to lave us 
from the manifold Ruins of our Fall, is in- 
tercepted from their VieWy whereby the whole 
Gofpel is moft wretchedly impoverilhod and 
deformed^ and almoft all the Glory of it 
quite darkned. May God give them Re- 
pentance to the Acknowledgment of the 
Truth, leaft their caufelefs diftjonouring of 
Cbri/iy and his Gofpel, fliould prove a Pre- 
lude to thofe Blajpbemies which refound in 
that gloomy Prifon, where all the Dejpifers 
of Chrift uiall wonder and perijh. 
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J T is Time now to take a little 

9 Notice of the third Part of this 

I Book, in which the Author un- 

5 dertakes to anfw.er Objedtlons 

again^ his Scheme. , 

The Fir^, .which he puts in the Form 

of a Query, is, ^re iim not in -worji moral 

Circumflances than Adam was f 

To which I anfwer, that this is mere 
trifling, if not worfe, to frame an Objeftion 
in fuch Words as makes the Cafe all confiiled, 
and affords Matter for fiourifliing and ex- 
patiating in many Anfwers. Bat let the 
Obje£Uon 
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Obje^oa be put thus: Are we not more in- 
clined to Sin than jidam was by Nature ? 
And then let this Author anfwer roundly, 
according to his own Scheme, that we are 
not ; and let him prove it if he can. 

It is with him a very material Objection 
againft the common received Doctrine of 
Original Sin, that, according to that Schema, 
a corrupt Nature will, to the End of the 
World, remain in every Man Jo long as be 
livetbj p. 167. and fo it will remain in fome 
Degree : and what then ? Does it therefore 
follow, that the Reformation of Mankind 
mufi be impradiicabk with regard to the im^ 
pure Spring of all Wickednefs ? For as this 
natural corrupt Biafs may be greatly height*- 
ned and ftrengthned, fo, on the other hand, 
it may be greatly weakened and diminifhed, 
as it really is in all good Men : Does it fol- 
low, that therefore Men are in no Capacity of 
ufing the Means of Amendment, and that no 
Man is obliged to attempt the Reformation of 
the World, nor any, except Adam, blameable 
for 'Whatever Wickednefs is in it ? Nothing 
need be faid to (hew the unreafonable Al>- 
furdity of thefe Inferences to any common 
Reader. 

Our Author takes occafion, under tifis 
Head, to expatiate largely on Adam's Folly. 
He can find no Traces of fuperior Wifdom 
in him, even before his Fall, to the Bulk of 

N his 
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his Pofterity ; and upon comparing the A3s 
which Adam performed in his State of In-^ 
nocence, with what Men have (ince been 
capable of, he doth not find that he was a 
whit wifer than they are. Now, though 
I have a much better Opinion of our firft 
Parent's natural Capacity and Genius than, 
it feems, Mr. 7. has ; yet I will not iland 
to difpute this Matter with him at prefent ; 
becaufe it is quite foreign to the Argument 
about Original Sin. The Queftion is not 
about natural Capacity, and Genius, but 
about moral Circumjiances ; therefore it is 
not, Whether Adam was wifer than we are ? 
but. Whether we are not more inclined to 
Sin than Adam was ? So that all our Author 
hath faid upon this Matter, for about fix 
Pages, is mere trifling in the Argument, and 
as fiich I ihall pafs it all over. 

But from Adam^s complying with the 
Temptation, to eat the forbidden Fruit, he 
gathers that Jofepb and Daniel^ and the three 
young Men who refufed to worjhip Nebuchad- 
nezzar'i golden Image ^ were far fuperior in 
Virtue to Adam, even in bis moji perfeSl 
Statey p. 172. But, he adds, {omt nvill fay ^ 
tbe Grace of God Jlrengtbened and ajj^fled thefe 
Men : To which our Author replies, tbat 
all the Faculties and Helps tbat Adam bady 
and tbat we have, are wholly from the Grace 
cr Goodnefs of God 5 fo that be had no Powers 
\ .. nor 
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nor Advantages from himfelf any more than 
we. But he has quite forgot one very ma- 
terial Difference betwixt Adam and us, n)iz. 
that thefe Powers belonged to his Nature^ 
but they do not to ours ; which, with his 
good leave, does very much alter the ^tate of 
the Argument. 

AJecond Objedion which our Author is 
aware may lie againft his Scheme is, that 
Adam was created after God's own Image ; 
and will you fay y that his Pofterity are made 
in the fame Image of God ? This, it feems, 
Mr. T. will fey, and does roundly lay it> 
p. 175. and he proves that Man was made 
in tne Image of God after the Fall, as well 
as before it ; becaufe it is given as a Reafon 
for punifhing Murther, with the Death of 
the Murtherer, in Noah's Time, for in the 
Image of God made he Man^ Gen. ix. 6, 
But though it may follow from hence, that 
Men, in Noah's Days, were truly made in 
the Image of God, as well as Adam } yet it 
will by no means follow, that Men were 
made in Noah'j Days^ and were to be made 
to the End of the Worlds in the fame Image 
of Gody or in his Image in all the feme Re* 
fpeds that Adam was. Adam was made in 
the Image of God in the Spirituality and 
Immortality of his Nature, which I appre- 
hend is the Image of God fpoke of Gen. ix. 
6. and thus far all Men are made in the 

N 2 feme 
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iame Image of God. Adam yi^ made in 
ikut Image of God in refpe£t to Dominion 
over the Creatures ; which political Image, 
as we may call it, was forfeited by Adaniy 
but was graciouily reftored in ibme Meafure 
to Man in Noab's Time. But Man was 
alfo made in the moral Image of God's Ho*- 
linefs ; which Image was loft by Adam, and 
is reftored, only in Tome Part, to pious Mea 
while they are in this World. To prove 
that Man was originally made in the moral 
Image of God, the AfTembly quote CoL iii. 
10. And have put on the new Man, which 
is renewed in Knowledge after the Image rf 
him that created him : And Eph. iv. 24.- 
And that ye put on the new Man, which, 
after God, is created in Righteoufnefs and 
true Holinefs. It feems they thought the 
Apofle alkdeth in thefe Texts to Adam* j being 
made in the Image of God, and taketh his 
Manner of Exprejftonfrom thence. And our 
Author allows, that, probably, he does Jo. 
Methinks then, it is more than probable, 
that Knowk^e, Righteoufnefs, and true Ho^ 
Knefs, belonged to that Image of God in 
which Adam was created, and which is 
here faid to be renewed in thofe who are 
created in Chrijl Jefus. It is manifeft that 
the New Teftament docs, in feveral Places, 
run a Parallel betwixt Adam and Chrifii 
and betwixt our Fall and Ruin by the 

former^ 
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former! and our Recovery and Reftoration 
by the latter. Thus Aiam is faid to be the 
Figure or Type of Cbriji ; and Cbrifi is called 
Xbc fecond Man^ and the laji Adam. As 
jidam was God's more inmiediate Work* 
man(hip than any other Man, being imme- 
diately created, by his Power ; fo, (to carry 
on the Allufion,) thofe whom Cbriji reftores 
by the Power of his Grace from the Ruins 
of the Fail, are laid to be bis Workman/hip 
created in Chrift Jefus, Epb. ii. 10. And 
as the firfl; Man was created in the Image of 
God ; fo the new Man, whom Cbriji reftores, 
is faid alfo to be created after God^ and re-- 
newed after bis Image : And here the Apoftle 
mentions three Particulars of that Image of 
God, viz. Knowledge^ Rigbteoufnejs, and 
true Holinefs. Now if thete Things made 
no Part of the Image of God, in which 
jddam was created ; where is the Parallel and 
Refemblance betwixt thcfrfi MaUy and the 
tiew Man ? betwixt the Creation of Adam^ 
and this new Creation in Cbriji Jefus ? And 
befides, with what Propriety can Men be 
faid to be renewed after an Image that never 
belonged to their Nature, and which they 
never, in any Senfe, either had or loft? 
Thefe Texts, therefore, muft, according to 
their obvious Senfe, lead us to conclude that 
Knowledge^ Rigbteoufnefs^ and HolinefSy did 
really belong to that Image of God in which 

the 
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the firfl: Man was created. Let us fee now 
how our Author (hifts off the Evidence of 
thefe Texts againft his darling Scheme. 
Here he has recourfe to his ufual Slight of 
Jhuffling Words and Phrafes, and fubftituting 
others, that are more convenient for his 
Purpofe, in the Room of thoie which^ the 
Spirit of God makes ufe of. Thus, renewed 
in Knowledge^ that is, lays our Author, in 
the Acknowledgment of the Truth. He makes 
the new Man to fignify nothing but a Life 
of Truths Righteoujhefs, and Holinefs : And, 
after the Image of Gody is agreeable to his 
Naturey as thofe who walk in Righteoufnefs 
and Holinefs are like unto him. But ftill the 
Turn which he gives to thefe Texts is ap- 
parently ib forced and unnatural, that it may 
be feared few will embrace it, in preference 
to the natural and obvious Senfe of the 
Words, unlefs there be fome urgent Ne- 
ceffity to depart from the obvious Senfe; 
which, therefore, our Author labours, with 
his ufuar Strength of Reafoning, to prove 
that there is. He tells us, // will not^ nay^ 
he had almoji faid it cannot^ folhwy from 
thefe Texts, that Adam was originally 
created in this Image of Gody for a very good 
Reafon j becaufe this ImagCy or the Habits of 
Virtue and Holinefsy cannot be created in the 
j^me Manner as our natural Faculties^ viz. 
by an ASi of God's abfolute Power without 

our 
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tmr Knowledge^ Concurrence^ or Confent]r^ 
for Holinefs mufi necejfarily be the Choice of 
cur own Minds-^t mufi be our own ASi and 
Deed — therefore Adam could not be originally 
created in Rigbteoufnefs and (rue Holinefs^ 
becaufe be muftchoofe to be righteous before he 
could be righteous y and therefore he muji exijl^ 
he mufi be created before he was righteous. 
According to this Way of Reafoning, Chrifl 
could not be holy at the Time of his Birth \ 
and the Angel was miftaken, when he iaid 
to the Virgin Mary^ Ihat holy ^hing that 
Jhall be born of thee. Nay, God could not 
be righteous and holy from Eternity, becaufe 
he muft exift before he was righteous and 
holy. But might not a Quality or Principle 
of Holinefs, /. e. an Inclination and Pro- 
penfity to it, be concreated with Adam 
without his adual Confent ? Moft certainly 
it might, notwithilanding our Author's can-^ 
not. Can he form no Notion of habitual 
Holinefs, or Propenfity to Good, diftindt 
from virtuous Aiftions ? Does not the Scrip- 
ture defcribe a good Man as being ever mer- 
ciful^ or merciful all the Day^ as the Margin 
renders it more clofely to the Original, 
i^xxxvii. 26. that is, he is aiways of a 
merciful Difpofition. And will our Author 
fay, that he is never merciful but, it may be, 
once or twice in a Day or in a Week, when 
he is adtually performing Works of Mercy : 

and 
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and yet, with jaft as good Reafon, may he 
fay fo, as that jlJam could not be holy 
before he had performed fome holy Adtion. 
What Reafoning is here againft a Habit or 
Principle of Holinefs! And yet, this StafF 
eur Author calls Demonjiration. 

He concludes this Paragraph with an In- 
ference, in which I perfedly agree with 
him, viz. If the foregoing Reajoning and 
Arguments be goody Original Rigbteoufnejs is 
juji as far from Truth as Original Sin^ p. 
179. But if his Arguments are good for 
nothings his Condufion is worth nothing, 
and fo we difmifs it: And we muft ftill 
prefer the Account which God gives as in 
his own Word of that Image of himfelf, in 
which he created Man, to Mr ?*'$ Demon- 
ftrations againft it. 

Our Author has framed a third Obje£tion 
againft his own Scheme in thefe Words : 
But we derive from AdsLta a moral TCaint and 
InfeSlion^ whereby we have a natural Pro^ 
penjity to Sin^ p. 184. As to this, he very 
honeftly confefles in the next Page, that be 
doth not underjkind what is meant bv it ^ and 
I moft firmly believe him. He has given 
fuch abundantly convincing Evidences of 
this Truth, that one cannot doubt 6i it ; 
one may clearly fee it, in almoft every Page 
of his Book, that he is arguing againft that 
which he doth not underftand. One glaring 

Evidence 
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Evidence of this Sort I have lately turned 
over in p. i8 1. where^ after he has defcanted 
on Rom. ii. 14, 15. and proved by it, what 
no Body denies, viz. that the Light of 
Nature, common Reafony and Underjianding, 
is a Law, a Rule of right ASlion to allMan^ 
kind I that all Men ought to follow it j and 
that if they do not they are anfwerable to God; 
he infers, therefore this Ttext is Jo far from 
ferving the Purpofe for which it is brought , 
that it overthrows the whole Scheme of Ori^ 
ginal Sin, as taught by the AJfembly of Di^ 
vines. As if a moral Taint, or native evil 
Biafs, upon the Will of Man, (which is all 
that the Aflembly teaches,) were any Way 
inconfiftent with the Obligation which all 
Men are under to follow the Rule, whether 
of natural Reafon or of Revelation, which 
God has given them. Did any Mortal be-* 
fore Mr T. ever imagine, that a Uifinclination 
to Duty (whether natural or acquired makes 
no Difference in this Cafe) would fet a Man 
free from all Obligation to perform the 
Duty; or, that an Inclination to any Sin 
would make it to be no Sin, in the Man 
that commits it. It is evident, indeed, and 
we (hould certainly have known it if our 
Author had not told us, th^t he doth not 
under/land what a moral Taint ^ means. 
Again, p. 184. By a natural Propenfty to 
Sin, he prefumes, is meant a neceffary Incli-' 
nation^ to Sin j or^ that we are neceJarilyfnfuJ 

O from 
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from the original Bent and Biafs of our natu^ 
ral Powers y wbichy he fays, mu/i be falfey 

for then wefbould not bejinful at all^ becaufe 
that which is neceffary^ or which we cannot 
helpy is not Sin. Here again it is moft evi^ 
dent that our Author does not underftand 
what a moral Taint deriv'd from Adam^ or 
a native Propenfity to Sin, means: for if 
he had, he would not furely have argued at 
this monftrous . Rate ; and inferred that a 
Propenfity or Inclination to Sin lays Men 
under a necefiity of adtual finning. It is 
Pity this Writer did not take fome Pains to 
underftand fo plain a Notion, which I can 
hardly think is above the Capacity of a 
Child, before he gave himfelf the Trouble 
to write fo large a Book againft it. 

He doth not know that we derive any thing 
at all from Adam, but by the Will and Ope* 
ration of Gody no more than the Acorn de-^ 
rivetb from the Oaky p. 185. And what 

. then ? May not an Acorn, partly corrupted, 
produce a corrupt Oak, under the general 
and blamelefs Influence of the God of Na- 
ture. Our Author doth not feem to know 
much of the Matter : However, though he 
does not underjland what a moral Taint can 
meany he roundly pronounces it impoffible 
and abfurd. And juft fo, and with' equal 
Truth and Reafon, might a Man, who doth 
not underftand Sir Ifaac Newton^ Philofbphy, 
pronounce him a Blockhead -^ and prove it 

too. 
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too, by as vehement Affertions as thofe 
wherewith this Author has fo clearly proved 
and ellabliflied his Point. 

The fourth Objedlion which Mr 7*. is 
aware or, runs thus : But it hath been often 
obferved^ that the Vices of Parents do infeSl 
the Blood of their Children^ and communicate 
to them bodily DiJiemperSy yea^ and the Vices 
them/elves ; what jibfurdity then is it to ad-- 
mil we derive a vicious T'aint from Adam. 
To which he anfwers, // is not pojjible that 
Parents fhouldy by Propagation^ communicate 
Vice ; which is always the faulty Choice of a 
Perforis own Will^ p. 188. I prefume he 
means a£tual Vice or Sin, if he means any 
thing. But what does this prove againft 
their communicating vicious Inclinations^ 
which is all that the AfTembly, and the 
Divines of their Stamp, do in this Cafe con- 
tend for ? Indeed, juft nothing at all. From 
whence it is further manifeft that our Author 
doth not undcrftand what he is writing a- 
gainft. He allows a Man may pofjibly have 
Pafjions and Appetites of the fame Degree or 
^ality with thofe of his Progenitors ; but this^ 
he faith, can truly be affigned to no other Caufe 
befdes the Will of God^ p. 189. But, me- 
thinks, after his honeft Profeffion of his Ig- 
norance in this Matter, his Modefty fhould 
only have faid, lean afjign mother Caufe ^ &c. 
and not thus have made his own Underftand- 
ing the fupreme Mcafurc of what can be 
done. O 2 As 



< 
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As for bodily Diftempers, which many 
Children derive from the Vices of their 
Parents, our Author apprehends, that fucb 
Changes which happen in tbeirC<mJiituti(ms are 
man^ejily for the better^ and are appointed 
favourably to them : that is, it is manifeftly 
for the better for a Child to inherit the 
King^S'Evily or Foul Difeafe, and drag on 
five or ten Years of Mifery, and then die 
of it. I will not uie our Author's Language 
of Popedom and Infallibility, and hy^furefy^ 
evidently J and beyond all Doubt y it cannot be for 
the better ; but I muft honeftly confefs, that 
it is not manifeft to me that it is for the bet- 
ter ; nor doth any thing that he hath wrote 
on this Head at all perfuade me that it is fo« 

It may be objedted to our Author's Scheme 
fifthly y That Children begin very foon to fin ; 
and how can this be accounted for but upon 
the Scheme of Original Sin ; namely^ that it 
is infufed into our Nature. Mr tT accounts 
for it by the negleft of Parents to endeavour 
to bring up their Children in the Way of 
Virtue, and to correft their Appetites with 
proper Difcipline and the Rod. But how 
Children, who are pcrfeftly pure and inno- 
cent, even as Adam was when he firfl: came 
out of the Hand of a pure and holy God, 
(hould fo generally want the Rod, is not 
eafy to conceive. I look upon Solomon's 
Account of this Matter to be really better 
than our Author's, viz. that Foolijhnefs is 

bound 
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iound in the Heart of a Child. Mr T. tells 
as, that if Parents firjl learned true Wifdom 
yor tbemf elves ^ and then endeavoured to bring 
up their Children in the Way of Virtue^ there 
nvould be lefs Wickednefs in the Worlds and 
the UntraBabknefs of Children kfs vifbk. 
But would there then be no Wickednefi in 
the World ? Would Children grow up in 
perfed Innocence ? And is it found, in fad, 
that the Virtue or Wickednefs of Children, 
their Tradtablenefs or Untradtablenefs, is 
always in proportion to the Wifdom and 
Endeavours of their Parents, to bring them 
up in the Way of Virtue ? No. Mr 5^ 
acknowledges, that after ally Children may 
be drawn away and enticed into Wickednefs 
when Parents have done their bejl^ p. 192* 
But can it reafonably be fuppofed that thi^ 
would be fo univer&llv the Cafe, as in fadt 
it is found to be, if aU Children were per- 
feftly pure and innocent by Nature ? 

Afxth Objedtion, which our Author ob- 
viates, is taken from Rom. vii. 23, 24. 
^ere is a Law in our Members which 
war ret h againji the Law of our Minds ^ bring-- 
ing us into Captivity to the Law of Sin and 
Death I and the holy Atoftky with Sorrow, 
acknowledgeth this was bis own Cafe : And 
doth not this prove that this is the Cafe of 
all Meny even good and holy Men while they 
are in this World 5 and confequently, that we 
came into the World infeSied and depraved 
with tbefefnful Difpofitions ? To 
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To this Objeftion our Author, in \S\tJirJl 
Place oppofcs his fenfelefs Argument, which 
he has fo often repeated, n)iz. That if we 
come into the World infeSled and depraved 
with finful Difpo/itionSy then Sin muji be na-- 
tural to us ; ana if natural^ then necejfdry^ 
and ifnecejfaryy then no Sin. This has been 
abundantly anfwered before ; and I can 
hardly fuppofe my Reader to be ib fenfelefs 
as that he needs to be again reminded of fo 
obvious a Truth, viz. that natural evil Incli- 
nations do not make any Sin necefSiry, as to 
the adual Commiffion of it. 

Secondly^ ^r T! affures us, that the 
Apojlle doth not here /peak of himfelf or of 
any other Many as he cometh into the Worlds 
but as he is afterwards depraved by bis own 
Choice. This is begging the Queftion. And, 
as he has not favoured us with any Proof of 
this his AiTertion, we are not bound to be» 
lieve it. 

thirdly y He aflerts further, that the 
Apofile doth not berefpeak of himfelf or of 
any Many in a regenerate State j but de-- 
fcribeth the unhappy Condition of a JeWy in 
the Flefhy under the Power of Sin, and under 
a Law which condemneth him to Death for it. 
For this, I am fure, he ought to bring moft 
apparent Proof, fince the Text doth, by no 
means, lead us to fuch a Traniition, from 
Paul's fpeaking in his own Name, to his 
fpeaking in another's Name. That the 

Apoftle 
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Apo^le /peaks of a Jew under the Power of 
Sin, ver. 5. For when we were in the Flejhy 
the Motions of Sin, which were by the Law 
wrought in our Members to bring forth Fruit 
unto Death ; that he here fpeaks of a Jew, 
that is, of himfelf when he was a Tew, I 
readily grant. But, that St Paul doth not 
Jpeak of himfelf our Author thinks is mani-- 
feji enough', for the Perfon, or Perfons, of 
whom he fpeaks, were before the Command- 
ment came, once without Law, ver, 9. but 
the Apojile was born and continued utuler the 
Law 'till he was a Chrijiian -, and, therefore, 
it cannot be true that he was ever without the 
Law, p. 194. No more can it be true that 
any other Jews were ever without the Law, 
in the Senie which our Author puts on that 
Expreffion, fince Mofeis Time. But how 
eafy is the Senfe in which this Text is more 
commonly under ftood, without the Law, 
i. e. without any inward Senfe of the Law 
working upon Confcience. Before he applied 
the Law to his Confcience he was not feniible 
of the working of Sin, nor of his State of 
Death becaufe of Sin ; fo he was alive with- 
cut the Law. But when the Commandment 
came, i. e. when it was fet home with 
Power on his Confcience by the Spirit of 
God, Sin revived in the Senfe of it, and he 
died as to the Opinion which he had of him- 
felf. He now faw himfelf to be a dead 
Sinner, juftly condemned to Death by the 
righteous Law of God. But 
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But oar Author's main Argument to 
prove, that St Paul does not here fpeak of 
hinifelf, is taken from fome Expreflions in 
the Defcription of the Perfon here fpoke 
of, which are fuppofed to be inconfiftent 
with the Charader of a truly good Man, as 
well as with the Account which this Apoftle 
does elie where give of himielf ; as particularly 
ver. 14. I am carnal^ fold under Sin. I 
grant this Exprefiion founds har(h and 
ievere to be applied to the holy Apoftle, 
and it is, indeed, almoft the only Difficulty 
in the Application of all that is here faid to 
him. But might not a very humble good 
Man, when complaining with the utmoft 
Deteftation of that Principle of Sin which 
he (bmetimes found working in him, make 
ufe. of fuch a ftrong Expreffion as this, 
which yet need not be taken in its utmoft 
and moft fevere Senfe. Doth not David in 
his Humiliation fay, I am a Worm^ and no 
Man^ P£ xxii. 6. And what if Pauly in his 
deep Humiliation, fhould have laid, I am a 
Sinner^ and no Saint ; might not fuch an 
Expreffion have been allowed in fiich a Cafe ? 
Nay, doth he not fay of himfelf, I am lefs 
than the leaft of all Saints^ Eph. iii, §• 
(g Acexf ^7e^®-) and will our Author fay, this 
Expreffion muft needs be taken in its utmoft 
and moft fevere Senfe ? As for that other 
Expreffion which Mr ST. hinges on, ver. 24. 
O wretched Man that I am^ 'who Jhall deliver 

mr 
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me from the Body of this Deaths which, he 
fays, plainly fuppofes^ that the Perfon here 
Jpoke of is not delivered from the Slavery of 
Sin, and from Death, the Condemnation of 
the Law. I cannot fee, that this is fuppofed 
here plainly, or at all \ for he might very 
well cry out, who Jhall deliver me from the 
inward Working of this Body of Sin, or 
Death', though he knew himfclf to be 
freed from its condemning Power. 

It is a weaker Argument ftill, by which 
our Author endeavours to prove, that this 
Chapter does not fpeak of any regenerate 
Perfon whatfoever, becaufe it is the confiant 
InftruSlion of the Go/pel that nve mortify the 
Deeds of the Flejh j and the certain Rule of 
the Gofpely that all who are born of God, 
and are in Chrijl, have really mortified the 
Flefh with the Lujls. For the Perfon, who 
here fpeaks, might be conflantly employed 
in mortifying Sin, and he might really have 
mortified it, in a good meafure ; and yet 
have Reafon to complain bitterly of its in- 
ward working flill. 

But allowing there may be fome Difficulty 
in applying one or two Expreffions in this 
Chapter to the Character of a good Man ; yet 
I apprehend there is much more Difficulty 
in applying feveral other Expreffions to the 
Charafter and Condition of a Jew in the 
Flejh ; an unregenerate Man who is under the 
Power of Sin j of one enjlaved to Sin without 

P Help 
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Help J and fubjeSled to Death without Pardon : 
viz. That he confents unto the Law that it is 
good ; that he delights in the Law of God after 
the inward Man \ ihdX he would do good i that 
to will is prefent with him ; or, that his Will 
is brought over to an Approbation and 
Choice of Holinefs and Obedience to the 
Law of God s and when at any time he fails 
of his Duty, and commits Sin, he doth what 
he allows not^ what he would not : That Siij 
is the Burden of his Soul, he earncftly de- 
fires to be delivered from it, and cries out, 
O wretched Man that lam^ who Jhall deliver 
me from this Body of Death ? Are thefe the 
Defcriptions and Charadlers of an unrege- 
nerate Man ; of one who is not delivered from 
the Slavery of Sin^ but is in Bondage and 
SubjeSlign to it ? Might 1 not anfwer in our 
Author's modeft Language, p. 2 14. Surely 
they are not^ it is evident beyond all Doubt ^ 
certainly the Apoftle is here defcribing a 
good Man ; h^Jpeaks infallibly of a regene- 
rate Perfon j he undeniably fpeaks of him- 
felf in his own proper Perfon. He cannot 
befuppofedy by fo good a CharaSier^ to defcribe 
the State of an unregenerate Man, vfho is 
under the Power of Sin ; unlefs he can be 
fuppofed to reprefent the Lovers of Sin and 
the Lovers of Holinefs under the fame Cha- 
rader, and in the fame State. But it is not 
worth while to purfue this Argument any 
further at prefent^ becaufe it is guite foreign 

to 
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to the Purpofe in hand ; and for what Rea- 
ibn our Author has filled up fo many Pages 
with it, urilefs it were to fwcU the Bulk of 
his Book, is not eafy to fay. Whether St 
Paul fpeaks here of himfelf, or of fome 
other Perfon ; of a natural, or of a regiene- 
rate Man, 'tis all one to the Doctrine of 
Original Sin. If you fuppofe the Apoftle 
is fpeaking of a good Man, this Paflage of 
Scripture fhews that there is a corrupt Biafs 
upon the Hearts of Men inclining them to 
Sin, and indifpoiing them to Duty and Ho- 
linefs, which it is exceeding difficult for 
Reafon, and even for Grace, compleatly to 
conquer. Or, if you underftand the Apoftle 
as /peaking of an unregenerate Man, a cirnal 
Jew, it will be exceeding difficult to account 
for fuch a corrupt Biais upon all the carnal 
Jews, if it did not proceed from fome 
common Caufe 5 if they had not ill derived 
it from fome one corrupt Fountain. This 
Pallage further proves, that fuch a corrupt 
Biafs upon the Heart does not make Sin 
neeeflary; for the Perfon who does here 
acknowledge iahd complain of fuch an evil 
Biafs, is very far from excufing^ himfelf on that 
Account : He owns himfelf to be a Sinner^ 
and calls himfelf a wretched Mari. On that 
Account, therefore, it by no means follows, 
as our Author will have it again, p. 222. 
that our corhin^ into the World ihfeSied and 
deprch)ed^ mtb Jihful Difpofitions conveyed 
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down to us from Adam, makes any Man Jin 
necejfarilyy through the malignant Influence of 
fome Principle which it was never in bis 
Power to command J for then he would be no 
Sinner at all. This ridiculous Argument, 
this Crambe repetita^ has been fo often re- 
peated, that it is now grown quite nauieous. 

Our Author has himfelf favoured us with 
a Defcription and Charader of a good Man, 
which is fomcwhat different, . indeed, from 
the Character which St Paul gives us, but 
not quite fo confiftent: For Inftance, he 
tells us, p. 220. It is the real CharaBer of 
every true Chriftian ; not that he feels he hath 
a corrupt and wicked Hearty but that he 
crucifietb the Flejh with the jiffeSlions and 
Lufls. But how he crucifieth this Flefh, 
this finful Principle working in him, with- 
out feeling it, I muft leave our Author to 
explain ; which, I am perfuaded, no Man 
of inferior Abilities to himfelf can do. 

We are obliged to Mr 71 for his charitable 
Concern to free us from a dangerous Snare 
into which y he fears ^ many have fallen^ from 
a falfe Perfuafion that St Paul dcfcribcs a 
good Man, and is ipeaking' of himfelf in 
Rom vii. which, he faith, hath a manifefi 
tendency to give us too favourable an Opinion 
of the Workings of criminal AffeSiions j to 
make us remifs in mortifying them j to en-- 
courage us to venture too far injenjual InduU 
gences \ and to lull Confcience ajleep when we 

are 
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are fallen under the Dominion of tbem^ P* 223. 
But how this Perfuafion, njiz. That a truly 
good Man is grieved, above all Things, at 
the Working of his criminal AiFedions, 
fliould make any Perfon favourable to them, 
and remiis in mortifying them, is not eafy 
to comprehend. That this Chara(3:er of a 
good Man, viz. that he would do good ; that 
be confents to the Law of God^ and delights 
in ity and moft earneftly deiires to be de- 
livered from all Workings of Sin, ihould 
encourage any to venture too far in fenfual 
Indulgences, is very furprizing. That this 
Defcription of a renewed Confcicncc, viz. 
That it is mo(l: tenderly fenfible of the work- 
ing of Sin even in the Heart, as well as in 
the outward Prance, (hould tend to lull 
Confcience afleep : Theie are Myfteries 
which our Author only can explain. 

Thus Mr T. hath, in his Way, anfwered 
all Obje£t:ions again ft his Scheme, and pre^ 
fumes we are mtisfied with his Anfwers: 
Yet he fuppofes, that, perhaps, we may be 
inclined to ^ery. 

1. Is not the DoSlrine of Original Sin 
necejfary to account for the Being of Sin in 
the fForld ? How comes it to pajs there is Jo 
much Wickednefs in the Worlds tfour Nature 
he not fhful ? To which he anfwers 5 
Adam'i Nature, it is allowed, was very far 
from being Jinful, and yet he finned ; and, 
therefore, the common DoSirine of Original 

Sin 
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He allows, that our I'emptatiom are more 
than Adam'i. He fhould have coniidered 
alfo. It is by the Appointment of God that 
every Infant is now brought into the World 
under thefe fuperior Temptations, and in 
the midft of this Deluge of Iniquity. And 
would a juft and kind Creator do this if 
there were no original Conftitution, whereby 
original Degeneracy has overipread all Man- 
kind ? 

Our Author fuppoies, that if we bad come 
into the World with our prefent Nature y in an 
Age and Nation where Vice bad been banijhed^ 
Virtue of all Kind univerfally praSlifed^ and 
the Grace of God^ as at prefent, revealed^ 
and bad grown up under all the Advantages 
thence arifng, wejhould have come into Being 
under Circumjlances much more advantageous 
for Virtue and Piety, and for perfevering in 
it than Adam, p. 229. This is all faid upon 
the Suppoiition, that our prefent Nature is 
not depraved and corrupted ; and upon that 
Suppofition he hath made a wonderful Dis- 
covery, viz. That if we had no Tempta- 
tlons to Sin, and better Advantages for per- 
fevering than Adam had, we ihould be under 
Circumftances more advantageous for per- 
fevering than Adam was. This is ibme- 
what more evident than our Author's favou- 
rite Argument, viz^ If Sin be natural it is 
necejfary. But what ridiculous Trifling is it 
to argue upon a Suppofition of what never 

was 
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was in any Age or Nation fince the Fall of 
jidam ? And what, upon the Principle 
which he is arguing againft, never will be* 
If this Author would lay any Thing to the 
Purpofe, he fliould argue flpon the Circum- 
ilances which Mankind are adually in 1 and 
not upon a Suppofition of Circumflances 
which never were, nor ever will be. 

4. The laft Queftion our Author ftarts is. 
How is it conjijient with the yujiice of God^ 
that wefuffer at all upon Account of Adam'i 
Sin ? For an Anfwer to this he refers back 
to his Appendix to Part I. I would alfo refer 
back to my Remarks on that Appendix \ and 
let the Reader judge freely for himfelf. 

And now, though Mr 7*. has proved his 
Scheme certainly^ to Demonjlrationy beyond 
all Doubty and infallibly^ he honeftly de- 
clares be is not infallible. I make lio Doubt 
but the Reader hath found that out before 
now. 

He tells us, he bath declared bis Sentiment i 
honeftly and impartially. I believe he has, 
i. e. his own Sentiments, or his own darling 
Scheme. But (to borrow a few more of 
his candid Words, p. 181.) one cannot for'^ 
bear obferving^ upon the whole, wbatferious 
Regard bath been paid to the true Senfe of 
ScripturCy and bow careful he hath been to 
ejlablijh his DoSirine upon a juji and firm 
Foundation in the Word of Gody when he 
could fo wretchedly pervert fo many Texts 

Q^ of 
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of Scripture, from their natural and obvious 
Meaning, which manifeftly and undeniably 
affirm the Dodrine of Original Sin ; rather 
tnan fubmit to the plain Senfe of Revelation 
againft his own preconceived favourite 
Scheme, ^e brighteft Revelation thus wretch- 
idly applied^ mufl be worfe than the Darknefs 
of mere Ignorance : It will riot only not dif 
cover the Truth y but vindicate the greatejl 
Error. 

It is not yet enough to our Author's Pur- 
pofe, that he hath explained away the Scrip- 
ture-Do6trine of Original Sin ; for there are 
6ther Scripture-Dodtrines that ftand fo nearly 
related to it, and are fo evidently connedted 
with it, that, if poffible, he muft explain 
away thefe too, or he does nothing. He 
propofes, therefore, to try what he can da 
with thofe two principal Articles^ Redemp- 
tion and Regeneration. 

As to the Dodtrine of Redemption by 
Jefus Chrijlj this Author hath, in a good 
meafure, given us his own Sentiment before, 
p. 148, viz. thzt as all we lojl in Ad^m was the 
Life which ceafeth when we leave this World i 
fo all that God's Grace doth for us in Chrift, 
to repair that Lofs^ is raifng us up at the 
Jajl Day. But over and above this he now 
afro allows, that the Reafon and End of Re-^ 
demption in Chrift was the ereSiing and fur- 
nijinng a Dijpenfation of Grace^ for the more 
certain and effectual SanSliJication of Mankind 

into 
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into the Image of God j the delivering them 
from the Sin and Wickednefs into which th^y 
might fatty or were already fallen ; to redeem 
them from all Iniquity ; and to bring them to 
the Knowledge and Obedience ofGody p. 232. 
And this, as far as I can find, is all this Au- 
thor underftandeth by Redemption. Here 
is not a Word of the Atonement of Chriji's 
Death ; of bis fuffering for our SinSy the Juji 
for the Unjujiy and redeeming us from the 
Curfe of the LaWy being made a Curfefor us j 
of his reconciling us to God by the Crofs ; of 
bis giving bimfeJf for uSy an Offering and a 
Sacrifice to God; of his bearing our Sins in 
his own Body on the Hreey the Lord having 
laid on him the Iniquity of us all. If our 
Author had been pleafed to prefent us with 
a Catalogue of thefe, and many other Texts, 
that fpeak nearly the &me Language, as he 
hath done of the Texts that relate to Origi- 
nal Sin, what a World of critical Learning 
would he have difplay'd, in order to clear up 
the Senfe of them ; and to prove it muft be 
fuch as the Unlearned (for whofe Ufe the 
Scriptures were written as much as for the 
Learned) could not, with the Help of the 
moft literal Tranflation, poflibly underfland 
thcn^ in. What demonftrative Arguments, 
and infallible Proofs fhould we have had, 
that not one of thefe Texts means any thing 
like the Senfe which the Words import. 

Qji However^ 
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However, let Redemption mean what it 
will, this Author finds, that // refers only to 
the aSlual IVickednefs of Mankind wherewith 
they have corrupted themfehes ; and not, as 
Rom. V. 12, &c. and i Cor. xv. 21, 22, 
cxprefly refer it, to our being made Sinners 
in Adam^ and our being brought under a 
Sentence of Condemnation and Death for 
his Tranfgreflion. To prove this, he thinks 
it JuMcient to put us in mind^ that when the 
Apople^ Rom. i. 16, 17. is profejfedly de^ 
monftrating the Excellency and Necejity of 
Gofpel Grace (which, faith he, is the fame 
Taking as the Redemption in Chrift) for the 
Salvation of the Worlds he proveth it^ not 
from the E/iate of Sin and Mifery into which 
they were brought by Adam'j Fall^ but from 
the Sin and Mifery which they had brought 
upon themfehes^ by their own wicked depart-^ 
ing from Gody ver. 21, &c. 'Tis true St 
Paul begins his Difcourfe on the Guiltinefs 
and Sinfuiiiefs of Men, in order to fhew 
their need of Redemption and Juftification 
by Chrijiy with an Account of the aftual 
Tranfgrcflions of the idolatrous Gentiles; 
afterwards. Chap. iii. he treats of the uni* 
verfal Depravity and Corruption of all Man- 
kind } and then proceeds, Chap. v. to (hew, 
that we are all made Sinners in Adam, and 
that by his Offence, Judgment is come upon 
fill Men to condemnation. The Apoftle's 
Method is clear and natural. He begins 

with 
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with that which was moft obvious, even 
a£tual Sin ; and then proceeds to fpeak of 
Original Sin as another, and more remote, 
Caufe of the Neceffity of Redemption for 
all Men, for Jews as well as Gentiles. But 
to infer, that becaufe he begins with the 
Mention of adual Sins, in order to demon- 
ftrate the Neceffity of Redemption, there- 
fore he wholly excludes Original Sin out of 
the Account, though he fo exprefly fpeaks 
of that too afterwards, in it's proper Place ; 
this is fuitable only to our Author's Way of 
Rcafoning 5 and I verily believe the Thought 
was originally his own. 

He often furprifeth us with extraordinary 
Arguments ; but he would have us furprifed 
with what has nothing at all wonderful in it, 
viz. That Chn^ faith nothings in the four 
Gofpels, of redeeming us from the Sinfulnefs 
and Corruption of Nature derived from Adam, 
p. 235. KiiA feeing he /pake exaSily according 
to the Commiffion which the Father gave him^ 
may we notfafely conclude^ it was no Part of 
his Commiffion to preach the common DoBrine 
of Original Sin? p. 236. With juft as much 
Reafon may we as fafely conclude, that the 
many Things which Chrijl had to^Z^^ to 
his Difciples, which they could not bear 
during the Time of his perfonal Miniftry, 
John xvi. 12. but which, according to his 
rromife, ver. 13. he afterwards taught them 
by his Spirit, and by them to the World, 

juft 
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jufl: as well may we conclude that none of 
thefe Things were in Cbri/i's Comn^iffion to 
teach and make known to Men. It makes 
no reafonable Difference, as to the Ground 
of our Faitb^ whether a Dodrine was de- 
livered by Cbriji in Perfon, or by his Apoftlcs 
under the Infpiration of his Spirit. 'Tis 
the fame Thing whether it be written in any 
of the four Gofpels, or in any of the divine 
Epiftles : One is as truly the Word of CJbrifi 
as the other : There is only this Difference, 
the Epiftles were wrote, and the Matters 
contained in them^ were delivered, after the 
Refurredlion and Afcenfion of Cbriji; there- 
fore after the Commencement of the Gofpel 
Difpenfetion : Whereas, all the Difcourfes 
of Chrijiy which are recorded in the four 
Gofpels, were delivered by him while as yet 
tbe Kingdom of God was only at band, and 
before the Gofpel Difpenfation was actually 
begun. It is natural, therefore, to look for 
the peculiar Dodtrines of the Gofpel rather 
in the Epiftles, than in any of the four 
Hiftories of Cbriji's Life and perfonal Mi- 
niftry. However, this Dodrine of Origi- 
nal Sin was not peculiar to the Gofpel Dif- 
penfation. Cbri/i fpake of it, and referred 
to it once and again during his perfonal Mi- 
niftry 5 as, for Inftance, in his Difcourfe to 
NicodemuSy John iii. 6. Tbat which is born 
of the Flejh is Flejh, &c. But it is not at 
all furprizing that he did not fpeak fo largely 

and 
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and fully of redeeming us from Sin, whether 
original or adtual, by the Price of his Blood; 
before that Price was actually paid, as his 
Apoftles do afterwards. Befides, it appears 
the Difciples were in a very weak State of 
Knowledge, and ftrangely over-run with 
Jewifti Prejudices, during the Life of Chriji. 
They had fet their Hearts, and their whole 
Hopes, in a manner, on temporal Redemp- 
tion fi:om outward Calamities; they could 
not yet bear to be told that their Hopes, as 
to this Matter, muft be utterly difeppointed ; 
and that the Redemption which Chrtji would 
obtain for them was merely a fpiritual Re- 
demption, from the Guilt of Sin both ori- 
ginal and adual, and from that Sinfulnefs 
and Corruption of Nature which they de- 
rived from Adam. So that we can fuppofe a 
veryyw^ Ground upon which it was not Jit that 
Chrtji (hould fpeak more plainly than he did 
to his Difciples about redeeming them from 
the Sinfulnefs and Corruption of Nature. 
Chriji himfelf gave a fubftantial Reafon for 
it, viz. becaufe this was one of thofe Things 
which he had to fay to them, but as yet they 
could not bear it. Therefore, we have ho 
Caufe to be furprifed that no more is &id 
about thisDoftrine, in thofe Difcourfes which 
Chriji delivered before his Death. But to Us 
be has told it plainly, and fTe do find the 
Dodtrines of Original Sin and Redemptioa 
from it by J ejus Chriji ^ difiinguijhed empha^ 
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tically in almoft every Page of the divine 
Epiftles. 

Mr 71 fays, // bath been delivered as a 
fundamental ^ruth^ ^at no Man will come 
to Chrift, the fecond Adam, nvbo is not Jirji 
thoroughly convinced of the fever al Things he 
loji in the firji Adam. If fo^ then fur eh our 
Saviour^ in his Minijlry^ would have laboured 
above all Things to explain and inculcate the 
Pravity and Deflement of Nature we derive 
from Adam, and the eternal Damnation due 
to all Men on that Account ^ p. 236. As to 
this, I need only add to what I have faid in 
the iaft Paragraph, that a Sinner's Senfe of 
his many Wants is neceflary to his coming 
to Chriji ; though he may not at firft know 
much about Adam. And this Senfe of his 
Wants is very much inculcated by Cbriji in 
his perfonal Miniftry, as well as by his A- 
poftles afterwards. 

In the next Page our Author proves, with 
his ufual Strength of Argument, That Ori- 
ginal Sin, as it is Guilt imputed, is no ObjeSi 
of Redemption ; becaufe imputed Guilt is only 
imaginary Guilt — for I am not guilty of a 
Sin I never committed. This Argument hath 
been confidered and anfwered before. I 
would only nowafk again, WhenPoverty and 
Diftrefs come upon the Pofterity of a Traitor, 
for his treafonable Aft, is it only imaginary 
Guilt that lies upon them, and for which 
they fuffer ? And when the King by a gra- 
cious 
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cious Adt of Pardon ) reilores the Eftate and 
Honours to the Children, is it fuppofed that 
the Qiildren never had the Guilt of Treafon 
imputjed to them ? 

Another Scripture-Dodrinc which our Au- 
thor mvift try to explain away, as (landing iu 
oppoiition to his Scheme, is Regeneration^ 
by which he undcrftands, our gaining the Ha^ 
Jnt^ rf Finite and Holinejs^ P* 247. He owns, 
indeol, that, in explaining this Dodrine, he 
does uatjtand upan the Scripture Senfe of Terms ^ 
p. 239. which is very true: And he might 
with equal Truth have faid the fame concerning 
tlie Explication he has given us of Original Sin, 
and of Redemption. He doth not Ji and upon 
the Scripture Senfe ^erms^ for he finds, it feems, 
that the facred Writers have ufed very improper 
Terms, whereby they have wretchedly con- 
fisonded and obfcuned the Dodrine of Regene- 
ration; our Author, therefore, takes the Li- 
berty to fubflitute better Terms in the Room of 
theirs. They talk of being born again^ horn (f 
the Spirit^ and renewed in the Spirit of the 
Mind, of Mens becoming new Creatures , in 
which old Things arepaffed^away^ and all Things 
mre become new. They exprefs Regeneratioa 
by Mens being new created in Chrift Jefus, by 
their rijing with CWiA from Death to Newnefs 
of Life ; by God*s opening their Eyes and turn^ 
ing them from Darknefs to Lights and from the 
Power of Satan to God, by his giving them a 
new Hearty and a new Spirit^ &c. If this 
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Writer had flood upon the Scripture Senje of 
terms', or if he had fuppofed that thefe Scrip- 
ture Terms have, really, any Senfe and Mean- 
ing in them, he could not furely have given us 
fo pitiful an Account of Regeneration as he 
does. He takes it, to be born again j or of God, 
is no other than to attain thofe Habits of Virtue 
and Religion, which give us the real CharaBer * 
of the Children of God, p. 239. It feems, how- 
ever, by his own Account, there are fuch things 
^s Habits of Virtue and Religion j and if fo, 
where is the Impropriety of fuppofing, that 
.God may infufe thofe Habits at once into the 
Soul in fome Degree ? which is the very thing 
the Scripture Terms do fo naturally import : 
And why then muil we not ftand upon the 
Scripture Senfe of thefe Terms? What need 
have we to depart from their plain and obvious 
Meaning ? Whatever good Habits are not im- 
poffibie to our Nature, but whicfh Men. can be 
fuppofed to gain by their own Induftry and Ex- 
crcife, God could, no doubt, concreate with us ; 
or bis almighty Power can infufe them imme- 
diately into us whenever he pleafeth. Cannot 
God make us as good as we canr^jnake ourielves? 
and cannot he do that in a Moment which we 
can do in any length of Time * ? Nay, do not 

we 
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* N. B. 1 on]y fuppofe here for Argumenf s Sake, tliatMdn 

might in Time gaiothe Habits of Virtue and Holinefs by their 

own Power, not chat I -can believe that any .Meo really do fo ; 

fpr If^e are not fufficient^ of ourfehoes^ to think aw^ thit^ as j^tfur- 

*fd<vii^ 2 Cor. iii. 5. // is God <whUb <w0rkeA' in us, botk i9 

*wili 
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we know that, in other Cafes, God hath aftu- 
ally, and at once, infufed fuch Habits into fbme 
Men, as others have not been able to gain 
without Years of diligent Application and La- 
bour. The Habit of underftanding and (peak- 
ing divers Languages, which he infufed into the 
Apoftles, is an undeniable Inflance of this Sort. 
And there is nothing more irrational in fup- 
poling, that God doth imoiediately infufe the 
Habits of Virtue and Holinefs into thofe Souls 
of Men whom he regenerates s and if we will 
adhere to the Scripture Senfc of Terms, it is 
as undeniable that he really doth this. So that 
after all, thefe Scripture Terms, born of God^ 
renewed in the Spirit of the Mind^ &c. give us 
a much better and clearer Account of Regene- 
ration, than thofe other Terms, which Mr T. 
has been pleafed to fubftitute in the Room of 
them. 

He acknowledges, that in order to Acceptance 
with Gody and an Admittance into bis peculiar 
Kingdom y it is not enough for an intelligent Being 
to exijl 5 but^ moreover y it is abfolutely necejfary 
that it learn to employ and exercife its Powers 
fuitably to the Nature and Ends of them, that 
it be created anew^ p. 244. But what need 
there can be for an intelligent Being, fuch as 
Man, to be created aneWj if he had not loft his 
original Righteoufneis, is quite above my Com- 

R 2 prehenfion. 

ov/// and to do of bis good Pitafuri, Phil. ii. 13. And all thofe ' 
ivho become tbe Sons of God^ are bom not of Bloody nor oftbe Will 
o/tbeFieJh, nor of tbe Wiil of Man, butofGod, JohA i. 13. 
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prehenfion. But this Author dotb not Jtand on 
the Scripture Senfe of TermSy but takes th« Li- 
berty to put what Senfe he pleafes on them. 
At this Rate the Scriptures would equally ferve 
to eftablifh any Truth, or any Error ; and in- 
ilead of their being profitable for InfiruSlioH^ 
they would be good for nothing. 

The Account which Mr T! hath given us of 
his Dodrine of Regeneration will explain to us^ 
as he tells us, tbe Difpenfation ourfrjl Parents 
were under before tbe Fall ; and tbis alfo gives us 
a true Idea of tbe Fall^ wbicb was notfurely^ as 
it bath been cdmmonly reprefented^ a falling from 
a State ofperfeSt HoUnefs^ but^ indeed^ ^f^Uif^ 
Jkort of fucb a State. Far if Adam bad been 
originally perfeSl in the Habits of Holinefs^ then 
what oecajion was therefor any further Trial and 
Proof of bis Halinsfs, p. ^45, I would hope 
his changing the Phrafe perfect Holinefs in one 
Part of the Sentence into perfect in tbe Habits 
of Holinefs in the other Part, is nothing but a 
Miftake, and not a difhoneft Artifice to de- 
ceive the Reader. Any body can conceive that 
Adam might have a Principle of Holinefe, 
which had no Mixture of Propcniity to Sin, 
and (b might be in a State of perfeSi Holinefs ; 
and yet there might be much Occafion for his 
farther Trial of adual Obedience, in order to 
confirm the Habits of Holinefs^ and raife them to 
higher Perfedion, as well as for other divine 
Purpofcs. 

As 
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Asfor this Auth(»:'$ Argument to prove that, 
accordiDg to the common Dodrine of Original 
Sin, it cannot be our Duty to be born again, 
and, c(»ifequei!itly, it cannot be our Fault if we 
are not, becmife we are utterly difabled to all that 
isfpiritually Goody andwholfy inclined to Evil : 
That is, by a corrupt BSafs on the Will. It 
has been repeated and anfwered too often al- 
ready, unlefs there were more Senfc in it. 

He hath now, as he would perfuade us, futly 
explained what is meant by being born of the 
Spirit. But, perhaps, £>me of his Readers may 
a little wonder that he hath taken no man-^ 
ncr of Notice of any Agency of the Spirit in 
all this Account. He bimfelf fcems fenfiblc 
that he had almofi overlooked it y as, indeed^ 
he eafily might do, when bis Scheme has no 
need of it. However ^ that be may not feem 
wholly to overlook the DoBrine of the Spirit* s 
jijjijiancey he will give us a brief Account of it, 
p, 247. He believes the Communication and 
Infiueme of the Spirit of God in all Ages to affifi 
our fincere Endeavours after Wifdom^ and the 
Habits ofrirtue, is a Blejfmgjpoke of andpro^ 
mifed in the Gofpely hut never as fuppofng any 
natural Corruption or innate Pravity of our 
Minds. But certain it is, that Chrifi oppofeth 
our being bom of the Spirit y to our being born 
of the Flefhy John iii. 6. ^bat which is bom 
of the Flejh is Flejhy and that which is born of 
the Spirit is Spirit > therefore, the pomifcd 
Xafluence of the Spirit m Regeneration fiippo- 

feth 
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feth fomething that we arc born with, which 
makes fuch an Influence necefTary tp our being 
born again i and if that be not natural Corruption 
or innate Pravity of the Mindy let our Author 
tell us what it is. It is plain it is not any Habit 
of Sin acquired in after Life, that is there refer- 
red to J for it is fomething we are born with: and 
if to be born of the Flejh means nothing but to 
have the mere Parts and Powers of a Man^ as our 
Author has before explained this Text, p. 144. 
And if, according to his Scheme, thefe Parts and 
Powers are all pure and uncorrupted^ I know of 
no need we fliould have of any fuch Influence 
of the Spirit to be fuper-added to our natural 
Powers, to ajfiji us in our Jincere Endeavours 
after Wifdpm^ and the Habits of Virtue \ and then 
the Promife of it is as impertinent, as our Au- 
thor's Account of it is trifling, which it is not 
worth while to detain the Reader with one 
Moment. Wehaften, therefore, to the 

Conclufon of the Book in which there are 
abundant Specimens of this Author's Candour 
and Fairnefs, appearing in the Infinuations he 
makes, and the Confequences he . is pleafed to 
faften on the Doctrines which he has been op- 
pofing. 

He tells us, thefe Dodrines reprefent the 
divine Difpenfations as unjuji^ cruel^ and tyran-^ 
nical, p. 249. As the true and only Anfwer 
which this deferves, would not be quite cjlvil 
for me to return to a Scholar and a Gentleman, 
I choofe to truft it to the Reader's Judgment, 
without any Anfwer at all He 
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He thinks common Experience will make it 
good, that the more any fiudy andperfuade them^ 
felves of the Truth offucb Points, the more they 
are liable to dreadful terrifying Apprehenfons If 
the Deity, and the mofl ugly Noughts and In-^ 
jeEliom. And I am fatisfied, common Expe- 
rience will make it good, that without Tome 
ferious Thoughts and Meditations on thefe 
Points, fcarcc any will be truly humble and 
poor in Spirit, and depend on the Riches of 
divine Grace in Chrifi. 

He afks. Hath not the Dodhine of Original 
Sin a T^endency to chill and benumb our Spirits^ 
to cool our Love, to damp our holy Joy and Praife ? 
I anfwer, No ; but quite the contrary, viz. to 
inflame our Hearts with Love, and to exalt 
our Praife to God our Redeemer and Saviour 
^om the manifold Ruins of the Fall. He goes 
on. Do we thui requite our Father by running 
down and lejfening his Beneficence ? I anfwer. 
We do not in the leaft leflen God's Beneficence 
by owning the Guilt and Mifery that Man has 
brought on his own Nature and Condition. He 
ilill proceeds in the fame Strain, Doth not the 
X>oSlrine (f Original Sin teach you to transfer 
your fFickednefs and Sin to a wrong Caufe ? I 
anfwer. No ; but to the true Caufe. But then, 
faith our Author, If the Corruption of your 
Nature be the Caufe, you muft be neceffarily vici-^ 
ous. If he had not repeated this fenielefs 
FaUhood fo often, it might, with more Charity, 
have been imputed to mere Ignorance and 

Thoughtlcffnefs i 
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TlMuehdcffiids : Bnt if tfats be hss beft Eibrt 
aod his ^dernier Re/art, we majr pronoiijice bk 
Strength to be Weakneft; add his frcqvtcnt 
Kcfexitaon of it fliews his Potrerty of Acgumeac, 
as ^;9dl as his Eflrantexj. 

To the Belief of Am DoQxwe he imputes it, 
that tie generality of Chrifiiam hanse been the 
noufi wicked^ leuuiy moody ^ and treacherous rft^ 
Mardindy p. 252. He might have known, 
that the generality of Jewd, bloody, aod 
treacherous Cbriftians, are Chriitiaos ooly in 
IName, as dwelling in Chriftiaii Nations 3 but 
Xtot oae in a humked of them either properly 
believes, or dilbelieves this Dodrine, or has 
ever confidered aoy thing about it He na^ht 
have known too, diat the beft of Chriftians in 
many Ages have firmly believed this Dodrine % 
and that it is fully believed by fome of the faroft 
lioly Men we nx)w know« la £bort, he calls 
this divine Truth, which isfo firmly ^ftablifhed 
by Reafon and Scripture, a Mi^er-fiece of iSfe? 
4)ild Serpent's Sukilty^ p. 253. ^ This Ss decent 
and candid indeed. 

He will have thefe DoBrims to Jit Religion in 
direSi Oppojitkn to Reafon and conanon Seftfe^ 
tandfo to render our rational Powers fuite ufde^ 
to us^ and con^qujsntly Religion tco^ Werel in- 
clined to retort hjs Slander, it would be eafy 
to £x it on his own Scheme, which flands in 
dtcedl: Oppofition to Scripture and Reaion^ 
xuid the Experience of all Mankind, whether 

Heathens, Jews, or Cbrifiians^ in all Ages ; 

and 
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and k renders the gldrioas Oo^el, the Atone-* 
ment oiCbrifi^ and the Influences of his Spirit, 
in a itidiiner, ufekiEs : And then it is no Woti-^ 
der that, in Proportion, as this Scheme prevaih, 
Infidelity abounds ; as is moft apparently the 
Cafe. This Author would blind our Senfes, 
as wdi as our Reafon, when he would have us 
believe^ that the Dodrine of Original Sin both 
Jilled eur Land mth Infidels. He aiketh again; 
JFbich Notions are m^ likely to operate beft upon 
Par etas Minds^ ^nd moji proper to be inftHkd 
into a Child? So would I aik too. Which 
Notions are beft, the true or the falfe P Here 
fae makes the Doctrine of Original Sin to fay, 
Aat Children come into the World in the worji 
and mojl deplorable State of Corruption^ p. z 54. 
None fay, the worft and moft deplorable, be- 
fides our Author, Their State is bad, yet, no 
doubt, it might be much worfe. He afketh 
again. What Encouragement Parents have to 
iring their Children up in the Nurture and Ad- 
monition <f the Lord^ if they think they are under 
the certain Curfe of God to eternal Damnation. 
But who afferts this? If no body. Jet this 
Writer be accountable for his own Slanders. 

Now we come to the Clofe of all. And I 
rejoice, that as I fet out at firft, with this Author, 
in perfedl Harmony, fo, though we have hap- 
pened to differ by the Way, we are like to 
conclude in the fame Harmony j and part, as 
I hope, good Friends. For I mod heartily 
agree to what he writes, p. 258. As for me I 

S am 
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am a weak and imperfedl Marty and may have 
faidfeveral weak and imperfeSl Things. Nay, 
if his Modefty had even added, feveral falfe, 
flanderoas, fpiteful, and malicious Things, I 
(hould not ;be fo uncivil as to contradi£t him. 

We have -met With many wondrous Things 
in this Book ; and it is to me a greater Wonder 
than almoil any of them, that this Book hath 
t)een received with fuch uncommon Applauie 
by many of the declared Enemies of Bigotry, 
and Pretenders to rational Religion. What St 
P^«/obfcrves concerning the Pretenders to Re- 
ligion in his^Time, viz. that all Men have not 
Faiths 2 ThcflT. iii. 2. may furely, with a 
little Variation, be apply 'd to the Pretenders 
•to Reafon in our Day, viz. that a/l Men have 
not Senfe. May we be delivered from fuch {cth- 
'noi) abfurd Men^ who (as Dr Delaune very 
juftly obferves in his Sermon on Original Sin) 
do, before they are aware ^ confirm theT^rutb 
in ^efiion by fo unreafonably oppofing it ; by 
this means difcovering themfelves to be very 
apparent Monuments of the Ruin of human 
Nature. 
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